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GDbhe Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, NOVEMBER 11, 1865. 
——>——- 

“LORD CRANWORTH’S first exercise of judicial patronage 
since his return to the wooleack will, we believe, give 
general satisfaction.” So speaks the Pall Mall Gazette, 
and we heartily agree with it; though, having done so, 
we can find little more worthy of agreement in the 
article of which it is the commencement, Mr. Justice 
Lush is a hard-working lawyer, who owes his promotion 
entirely to his professional merits. He has never been 
in Parliament, and this appears to have been the true 
cause why he was so long left among the rank and file of 
the Bar. It has been suggested that his Nonconformist 
principles* stood in the way of his advancement, but that 
is pure nonsense. Not long ago we showed that of the 
entire bench of which he is now a member, one only was 
“in conformity ”’—i.e.,a member of the Church of Eng- 
land. Then itis said “a barrister who ascends the bench 
permanently surrenders a large share of the income he is 
then earning. This suggests an obvious answer to the 
question why men do not reach the bench at an earlier 
age. The truth is that they cannot afford to leave the 
bar until they have enjoyed its profits for a considerable 
number of years.” But that also is nonsense. Some men 
indeed have been said to decline the woolsack from this 
reason—though we doubt if it ever was really done—but 
the position of a puisne judge is such that anyone who 
would take it all can afford to take it without any pre- 
vious hoard to eke out his salary. In the present in- 
stance the Lord Chancellor has adhered to his favourite 
policy of recruiting the bench from the purely professional 
class, who have never divided their allegiance between 
law and politics, There are now six judges who have 
attained their present position without passing through 
the House of Commons—Mr. Justice Willes, Mr. Justice 
Byles, Mr. Justice Blackburn, Mr. Baron Bramwell, 
Mr. Baron Channell, and Mr. Justice Lush, who succeeds 
Mr. Justice Crompton, another of the same class. 

This is the true principle of selection. There is nothing 
more calculated to sully the fountain of justice, nothing 
which has, at critical periods of our history, been produc- 
tive of more injury to the administration of our law than 
the practice of making parliamentary success a stepping- 
stone to the bench of judges. True, the claims of a lawyer 
should not be overlooked merely because he writes M.P. 
after his name, and, so long as the exigencies of party 
require the Attorney and Solicitor-General to be members 
of the House of Commons, it is likely that the political 
lawyers will keep a monopoly of the very great places. 

Again, when we see, as has occasionally been the case, 
the high reputation of a political adversary recognized 
and rewarded by a place upon the bench, notwithstanding 
years of parliamentary antagonism (as in the case of Mr. 
Justice Smith), it is hard to say whether the appointment 
reflects more credit on the appointor or appointee. But the 
claims of the mere political partizan are but too often 
superior to all other circumstances, 

Among the nine English judges who have enjoyed the 
honour of a seat in Parliament, at least four could never 
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have hoped even to see the bench at a distance, had it not 
been the reward of their services, not in the forum, but in 
the senate; and should many more vacancies occur dur- 
ing the continnance of the present government, we can 
hardly expect to avoid an addition to their number in 
the person of the Solicitor-General. In Ireland the case 
is, however, far worse, and we do not believe that there 
is on the bench of that country a single judge, except 
Mr. Baron Fitzgerald, who owed his promotion solely to 
his professional eminence. We do not mean to say that 
all the others are purely political judges, though doubt- 
less too many of them are so. Mr. Justice Christian, for 
instance, though he acted as Solicitor-General for Lord 
Palmerston’s first administration, was never in Par- 
liament, and never took any prominent part in political 
life. But it is impossible to appoint the law officers of 
the Crown without reference to political parties, and 
therefore it is that we regret to see these appointments 
so invariable a prelude to the bench in Ireland. Of 
course we do not say that none of those who have reached 
the bench through official political life deserve their high 
position, far from it; but even Chief Justice Monahan 
himself, in some respects, perhaps, the ablest man on 
either bench, owed his elevation, not to his undeniably 
great forensic abilities, but to the fact that there was no 
other Irish lawyer on the Whig benches of the House of 
Commons at the time when Sir Robert Peel’s govern- 
ment went out in 1846, and a vacancy was created in 
the ranks of the new law officers by the promotion of Mr. 
Pigott to the Cushion of the Exchequer. 

The system which fills the bench exclusively with the 
adherents of the party for the time being in favour, es3en- 
tially vicious as it is, is greatly aggravated when the 
choice of judges is further limited to such of those ad- 
herents as can win the “sweet voices ” of a majority of 
borough electors. In the meantime let us éongratulate 
ourselves that the second Chancellorship of Lord Cran- 
worth will help to keep the Bench—in England at least 
—comparatively free from Keatings and Keoghs. 


Ir Is A SINGULAR CIRCUMSTANCE that whilst the last 
twelve years have not witnessed a single change in the 
permanent staff of judges in the courts of equity, every 
single common law judge (with the exception of the Lord 
Chief Baron and Mr. Baron Martin, who were appointed 
respectively by Lord Lyndhurst and Lord Truro in 1845 
and 1850) has been elevated to the bench, or, at all 
events, placed in his present position on the bench, 
during the same period, and by one of the late Lord 
Palmerston’s chancellors. : 

Six appointments have fallen to the lot of the present 
Lord Chancellor. First, Mr. Justice Willes, made in 
July, 1855, vice Maule, J., deceased ; secondly, Mr. Baron 
Bramwell, made in January, 1856, vice Parke, B. (now 
Lord Wensleydale), resigned; thirdly, Mr. Baron Char- 
nell, made in February, 1857, vice Alderson, B., deceased; 
fourthly, Mr. Justice Byles, made in the year 1858, before 
Lord Derby’s accession to office, vice Cresswell, J., pro- 
moted; fifthly, Mr. Justice Lush, made during the pre- 
sent month, vice Crompton, J., deceased; and sixthly, Mr. 
Baron Watson (died April, 1860), made in 1856, vice 
Platt, B., resigned. 

Lord Chancellor Campbell bestowed three appoint- 
ments. First, Mr. Justice Blackburn, made in July, 1859, 
vice Erle, J., promoted; secondly, Mr. Justice Keating, 
made in December, 1859, vice Crowder, J., deceased; and 
thirdly, Mr. Baron Wilde (since removed to the Probate 
court), made in April, 1860, in the place of Watson, B., 
deceased. 

To Lord Chancellor Westbury we owe four judges. 
First, Mr. Justice Mellor, made in December, 1861, vice 
Hill, J., resigned ; secondly, Mr. Baron Pigott, made in 
October, 1863, vice Wilde, B., promoted to Sir Cresswell 
Cresswell’s office; thirdly, Mr. Justice Shee, made in 
December, 1863, vice Wightman, J., deceased; and 
fourthly, Mr. Justice Montague Smith, made in the 
spring of the present year, vice Williams, J., resigned, 
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The present chief justices of England and of the Common 
Pleas were appointed on the advent of the second Pal- 
merston ministry to power, when Lord Campbell accepted 
the office of Chancellor. 

Thus men, who are still, in Mr. Dickens’ sense, mere 
boys at the bar, have seen an almost entire change on 
the judicial bench. The drain on the able men in the 
profession has been indeed extreme, but, even should 
further alterations soon be required, there are fortunately 
many thoroughly qualified lawyers practising in West- 
minster Hall who would administer justice, if called on 
to do 80, quite as impartially and with as much dignity 
as any of our present deservedly respected judges. In 
a profession like the law in Bngland, recruited as it is 
from the most intellectual portion of the upper and 
middle classes, competent leaders will never be wanting. 





It IS NOT EXPECTED that the case of Bp. Colenso v. 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and others the Trustees 
of the Colonial Bishoprics Fund will come on for hearing 
before March next. 





IN AN ARTICLE which appears in the London Review 
of the 31st October, speculating, rather prematurely, as it 
seems to us, on the rumoured judicial changes, and 
especially on the retirement of the Lord Chief Baron, 
the following sentence occurs: “Lord Palmerston’s 
successor will do well to bestow the office on some one 
who is already on the bench.” This passage, founded as 
it is on an error as to the right of patronage, has called 
forth the animadversion of a person who signs himself 
“Judex,” and who not merely sets the journalist right 
on the point, but clinches his statement by a most per- 
tinent “case in point.” 

The commonly-received, and, as we believe, the correct 
idea is, that the appointment of the Lord Chief Justice 
of England is vested in the Prime Minister; that the 
Attorney-General for the time being has an absolute 
right to the cushion of the Common Pleas; and that all 
the other seats upon the bench, including the office of 
of Lord Chief Baron, are unreservedly at the disposal of 
the Lord Chancellor, who is morally bound, so says 
“ Judex,” and we fully agree with him, “never to men- 
tion to any colleague the appointment he is about to 
make before writing to the person meant to be made 
Chief Baron or puisne judge.” 

If it be true that this rule was departed from in a late 


we can only say that the exception in question tends 
strongly to show the salutary nature of the rule. On 
this point we beg to refer our readers to the notice which 
appeared at the time in the Law Magazine (16 Law Mag. 
N. 8. 185), with every word of which we fully concur. 

As the case cited by “ Judex ” may be interesting to our 
readers, we append it in his own words:— 

I have it on the most reliable information that, upon the 
resignation of the Chief Baron, Lord Brougham (then Lord 
Chancellor) appointed the late Lord Lyndhurst to the vacant 
office without any communication with Lord Grey (at that 
time Premier) until he had formed his determination. Lord 
Eldon, not expecting that Lord Brougham would appoint 
Lord Lyndhurst, but that the appointment would be made 
by the Minister, and poe upon the Chancellor for his 
concurrence, sent Lor Brougham a message, reminding him 
that the Chief Baron’s appointment was in the exclusive 

ift of the Lord Chancellor, like that of the puisne judges. 

o which message Lord Brougham replied that he was quite 
aware of that fact, but that he had always intended to 
appoint Lord Lyndhurst, and that he had already communi- 
cated his intention to Lord Grey. 

It will be recollected that Lord Lyndhurst subsequently, 
on becoming Lord Chancellor, offered the appointment of 
Chief Baron to Lord Brougham himself. 





WHATEVER MAY HAVE BEEN SAID respecting the 
action of the Committee of the Stock Exchange, and the 





there are not numerous cases of refusals of a 
to projected companies in which such refusal was wel] 
deserved. Many, indeed, have been the ittstances of com. 
panies which have passed the dreaded ordeal of the com. 
mittee, whose initiatory proceedings, if brought to 1 
would have proved sufficient to affect, with fraud, both 
promoters and directors. Fraud, whether it be committed 
by an individual having no associates, or- whether by 
a clique of promoters of a proposed public company, ig 
equally subject of legal animadversion, but the law in 
this respect is not enforceable by a self-constituted tri. 
bunal. Nor is that judgment satisfactory, however just, 
which simply proclaims what is the punishment awarded, 
without publishing the nature of the accusation, or the 
evidence by which itis proved. Every time the com. 
mittee refuses a settling day, such refusal ought to be 
based on evidence that fraud has been committed by 
some person so connected with the company in question, 
or having such power over the distribution of its shares, 
as to affect the whole company, but the Committee of the 
Stock Exchange is not a satisfactory tribunal for the in- 
vestigation of this question. The lawfully-constituted 
judicial tribunals of the country ought publicly to deal 
with such cases. 

We are, however met" by the great difficulty of induc- 
ing those who have been duped out of their money to 
confess openly that they have been “ done,” or so far to 
risk their credit as to allow that they have sustained a 
loss, and this is supposed to be obviated by a private in- 
vestigation. 

The difficulties of the position being such, and the 
proceedings of the committee thus taking place in private, 
it rarely happens that the public obtains authentic in- 
formation of the mode in which companies are dealt 
with on the investigation of their claims to a settling 
day. 

A correspondent of our contemporary, the Pall Mall 
Gazette, gives publicity to the following rather amusing 
account of his experience as a witness before the com- 
mittee. He says— 


Imagine a large room with an oblong table occupying 
almost its whole length. On one side are seated fifteen or 
sixteen gentlemen of various ages, but scarcely one of whom 
appears to be under forty. Opposite the chairman is seated 
a secretary of a public company (limited), who has applied 
for a ‘“‘settlement:” next to him is a man most carefully 
dressed—perhaps too carefully; he is a large shareholder, 
but one whose name has been objected to by the ‘‘oppo- 
sition.” For this is one of those cases where the settlement 
is opposed, and the committee have to decide the dispute. 
Seated on either side of these gentlemen are some seven or 
eight witnesses, of whom I am one. I was yo Bere 
some half-hour or so, and can only tell you what — 
during that time. The parties who 8 the settlement 
had alleged that the so-called list of allottees or shareholders 
was largely made up of ‘‘dummies,” and the very well- 
dressed ‘‘large shareholder” was there in person to prove 
that he, at least, was no dummy. The chairman asked, 
“Did you apply for 200 shares?” “I did.” ‘Of course 
you paid £200 on a aa “T did.” ‘‘ And £400 more 
6n allotment?” ‘I did.” ‘‘How?” ‘In bank-notes, I 
believe.” ‘‘Not by cheque?” ‘‘No.” ‘Was it your own 
money?” ‘I had the control of it.” ‘ When was this?” 
On the 20th and 26th of July.” Up —_- one of the 
witnesses, a poorly dressed man, a tailor, and handing a 
slip of paper to the chairman, said, ‘‘What does this man 
say ? EF ieenten security for him on that bill for £12, and 
was threatened with arrest on the 23rd. Where is this 
£600. I have many a time lent him a shilling to purchase 
a dinner, and he owes me now £50 or £60.” It was further 
shown that this gentleman had no settled place of abode, 
and, in short, could not be found when wanted. Another 
man was set down in the list as holding 150 shares, to whom 
it was objected that he could not passibly be a bond fide 
shareholder, as he had been living in apartments at a few 
shillings a week, and had changed his lodgings four times in 
three months. ‘‘Who says that Mr. —— has changed his 
lodgings four times in three months?” asks Mr. Secretary. 





power, we have never wished or pretended to imply that 





“I do,” says a witness, ‘‘And pray whatare you}” ‘A 
‘And how do you know?” ‘“* Because I served 
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him in three places, and refused to serve him in the fourth 
—and there is my bill, £2 15s. 11d—and I want my 
‘¢This is a very small affair,” said the secretary, 
“So much the worse,” replies the practical and 
cleat-sighted chairman. Several other shareholders, whose 
cases Were not so fully gone into, were proved to be living 
in single rooms in some of the lowest streets in Westminster 
and elsewhere. One who resfied a short distance from town 
(but the longest possible distance from a sheriff’s officer), 
and who held 150 shares, was proved to be at the very time 
keeping his doors barred to prevent the execution of a judg- 
ment for £12. Can you wonder that the committee unani- 
mously voted ‘‘No settlement?” Some persons who knew 
how the’ shares were to be allotted had contrived, by em- 
ploying ten or twelve brokers, to purchase for the first 
‘settling day” some 2,000 shares at about two premium, 
and seemed to think ten premium too small a profit. But 
‘No settlement ” was fatal to their hopes. Of course there 
were some honest shareholders; but who foisted into partner- 
ship with them such a set of men as I have described, and 
with what purpose was it done? Surely whether ‘‘ pro- 
moters” or ‘financial agents” or “‘ directors,” there ought 
to be some legal redress, 

In commenting on secret tribunals* we took occasion 
to remark that it is not so much the injustice of their 
decisions which creates dissatisfaction in the public 
mind, as the want of the means of knowing that their 
decisions are just. It is more than probable that the 
bona fide purchasers in open market of shares of the com- 
pany referred to, never have been and never will be able 
to ascertain the exact reason why a settling day was re- 
fused them; whereas, had the proceedings been taken 
openly before a properly constituted Court, they would 
have seen reason to be thankful for their narrow escape 
from the hands of a set of swindlers, and might, more- 
over, have been the means of bringing the fraudulent 
parties to justice. 

It has been confidently asserted that a very small pro- 
portion of the new companies lately brought out have 
been presented to the publie with the absolute dona fides 
to which they all pretend, but that in most cases either 
there has been some suppressio veri in the prospectus or 
in the advertisements, or else the market has been 
“rigged” by persons interested in getting their “pro- 
motion money,” who care not what becomes of the con- 
cern when once they are paid. Those who make a trade 
of “ promoting ” companies care little for the refusal of a 
settling day, except so far as regards a small immediate 
loss; they can begin again with a new scheme the fol- 
lowing week. It seems strange that the public are unable 
to take care of themselves in the matter of investing 
their money in new schemes, but whatever be the cause 
it is certain that with some men the desire to have an 
interest in every proposed concern, not obviously hopeless, 
is so great as to amount to an infatuation. To protect 
these men from the designs of those who are no better 
than swindlers, and to bring those swindlers to punish- 
ment, should be the object of the Legislature, but whether 
that object can be best effected by some modification of 
the present Committee of the Stock Exchange, or by 
means of an altogether new tribunal, or by the agency of 
the ordinary law courts, perhaps our legislators may be 
able to determine. 


WE LEARN from the Standard that it has been decided 
that a Winter Civil Assizes shall be held in Manchester. 








WE HEAR that several members of the Home Circuit 
have applied to the Lord Chancellor for “ silk,” to fill the 
vacancy created by the elevation of Mr. Lush to the bench, 
and the names of four gentlemen are mentioned as likely 
to be called within the bar within the present term. 





WE UNDERSTAND that the Lord Chancellor has taken 
the case of the bankruptcy officials implicated in the in- 
trigues as to the Leeds registrarship into consideration. It 
was only the occurrence of the long vacation which caused 
a delay in the matter. 











THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL is now, we believe, preparing 
a bill for the reform of the Court of Bankruptcy, based 
upon the recommendations of the select committee of the 
House of Commons, and somewhat akin to Mr. Moffatt’s 
measure. 





THE LAW OF CHARITIES. 

Charities have been exposed to a double trial since Mr. 

Gladstone, in April, 1863, inveighed in the House of Com- 

mons against the injustice that fathers of families, men 

labouring to support their wives and children, should be 

taxed at an augmented rate, in order to afford the luxury 

of exemption to bequests for what were termed charitable 

purposes. These, he said, might be attended in some 

cases with much benefit, in others with very little ; but 

they very generally tended to gain credit and notoriety 

for the individual donor. Men’s names, for example, 

were posted up in enormous letters; bodies of governors 

were appointed, who might meet together at sumptuous 

banquets from year to year in the name of charity, and 

thus periodically glorify some pious and immortal 

memory ofa founder. Not many weeks after this speech 

Sir George Grey was moved by the to con- 
-sider whether it would not be desirable to instruct the 
Charity Commissioners to exercise their legal powers 
of inquiry with respect to certain of the founda- 
tions known to the law as charitable, especially 
from among those in the metropolis. He was re- 
minded of the impression calculated to be made on the 
public mind by the statement which had been heard on 
the part of some of these foundations, that the effect of 
their taking a share in bearing the direct taxation of the 
country must be to limit their means of usefulness; 
and so a certain number of boys must be dismissed 
from school, or a certain number of patients excluded 
from hospital. The discussion in the Commons had 
not been sufficient to afford the means of testing 
the accuracy and value of these statements. The 
limited discussion, -however, which did take place, 
was enough, in the opinion of my Lords, “to awaken a 
desire for information ” more extensive than had hitherto 
been obtained, and to suggest the idea that the question 
raised was one involving matter of a wider interest than 
belonged to the proposal of the Government regarded in 
itself alone. But it was, of course, the fiscal view, my 
Lords said, which induced them to make the suggestion 
to the Home Secretary. They particularly desired that 
especial attention might be paid to the economy with 
which given results were attained in endowed institu- 
tions as compared with unendowed institutions of 
the same class; for, if it should appear that the same 
degree of thrift and good husbandry prevailed in the 
former as existed in the latter, it would seem to follow 
that the withdrawal of an exemption from the income 
tax must lead to a corresponding contraction of the 
operations of the charity. As to the particular charities to 
be selected for examination, the Treasury had in view 
especially, though not exclusively, the metropolitan 
charities, which, as a body, “assumed so prominent a 
position” at the time of the parliamentary discussion. 
Thus it appears that the peril of the exemption enjoyed 
by charities under the Income Tax Act of 1843 (5 & 6 
Vict. c. 25) was aggravated by the unwary argument of 
their defenders, that if the exemption were taken away 
the number of the scholars and patients must be 
diminished, since this argument raised the broad issue 
whether charities were administered with all the economy 
of which they were capable. In this manner the fiscal 
question, which practically touched but a small fraction 
of the income, beeame dependent on a theory affecting 
the whole of the income as well in its realization as in 
its expenditure. 

The policy of the exemption in relation to the present 
state of the charities was not the only ground of conten- 
tion opened between Mr. Gladstone and those who had 
taken the prominent position as hisantagonists. While the 





9 Sol, Jour. 723. 





Lords of the Treasury moved Sir George Grey on grounds 
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of state, the Inland Revenue Commissioners, in August 
of the same year, were stirring my Lords on the legal 


construed ty itself and when construed with the Chari- 
table Trusts Act of 1855. After the discussion of April, 
the meshes of the 88th section of the Income Tax Act 
began to appear a mile too wide for a Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s net. It is provided by that section, with 
respect to schedule C., that exemption shall be given to 
the stock or dividends of any corporation, fraternity, 
society, or trust, established for “ charitable purposes only,” 
or which are applicable to charitable purposes only, or ap- 
plicable solely to the repairs of any cathedral, church, or 
building used solely for the purposes of divine worship, so 
far asthe same are applied to such purposes, provided 
the application thereof to such purposes be duly proved 
before the Inland Revenue Board of Commissioners for 
special purposes, At this time, therefore, not only had 
charities, by their resistance to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, “awakened a desire for information ” in the 
Lords of the Treasury, but by the terms of the creation of 
the very exemption which they strove to maintain, the 
whole inquiry whether they were really charities or not 
was brought within the cognizance of the Inland 
Revenue Board. There is no definition of the term 
charitable purposes in the Act. What, then, are charit- 
able purposes, within the meaning of the 88th section 
and schedule C., is the question ? 

The term is either so general as to be capable of the 
widest known construction of the words, or it is so special 
that it may be confined to cases where poverty, distress, 
physical or mental disability, or the like, are the objects 
of relief. When the income tax was first introduced as 
part of the present system of public finance, it was re- 
garded as a hard and exceptional burden, rather than as 
an organised part of the revenue machinery, and chari- 
ties or reputed charities were consequently looked 
at with official compassion, as being too tender to 
bear the newly-imposed weight. Mr. Fuller, the spe- 
cial commissioner to whom the business of the exemp- 
tion was entrusted from the beginning, considered at 
the outset that “charitable purposes ” ought to bear the 
same sense as that in which the Court of Chancery would 
understand the words in a deed or will, thatis to say, should 
mean such purposes as came within themeaning or purview 
of the 43rd Eliz. The Inland Revenue Board, in deciding 
upon numerous cases which came before them, adopted and 
sanctioned that interpretation, and their solicitor con- 
curred in the same view. In particular, in 1850, on a 
claim by trustees in respect of rents for the maintenance 
of two highways within the Lordship of Cawood, Mr. 
Pimm was of opinion that this was a charitable purpose 
within the Act of Elizabeth, and that the trustees were 
entitled to a return of the income tax on the money ex- 
pended by them. Butin 1856, in a case where the trusts 
of certain land at Richmond authorized the application of 
the rents in aid of the poor rates and other parochial 
burdens, Mr. Fuller refused to admit the claim of the 
trustee to exemption. The Master of the Rolls, on the 
contrary, in dealing with the same case under the 
Charitable Trusts Act, pronounced the trust to be one for 
parochial purposes, and expressed surprise that anyone 
should doubt its being charitable within the Act. Upon 
this the Crown lawyers, Sir A. Cockburn and Sir Richard 
Bethell, being consulted by Mr. Fuller, gave their 
opinion that there was a plain distinction between paro- 
chial purposes and charitable purposes in the sense in 
which this last phrase was used in the Income Tax Act, 
and consequently that the vestrymen of Richmond were 
not entitled to repayment of the duty. From this time 
trusts in aid of poor rates were excepted by Mr. Fuller 
from the charitable purposes allowed by him, but the 
principle of interpreting the Income Tax Act by the Act 
of Elizabeth was not abandoned by him; but in 1863 
two things happened—Mr. Fuller retired in the begin- 
ning of that year, and Mr. Gladstone made his speech in 
the spring. “The difficulty,” as the Board call it, which 


Mr. Fuller had ignored, now came to be dealt with by 


| them, and in August they laid open three courses for the 
difficulties of the Income Tax Act of 1848, both when ‘ 


choice of the Lords of the Treasury—either the opinion 

| of the law officers might be acted on, and all the exemp- 
tions which had been allowed be revised, or that opinion 
might be acted on in new cases, or the old practice of 
exemption, established in 1843, might be continued. The 
clamour, discredit, and odium, which such a revision would 
cause, were at the same time pointed out to the 
Treasury, as well as the difficulty of applying the 
Income Tax Act to charities, if the interpretation were 
abandoned which had been illustrated by a long 
series of decisions in the Court of Chancery, and by the 
comments of numerous text writers. “ My Lords,” in a 
minute of September, 1863, considered the opinion of the 
law officers to be clearly in accordance with the reason of 
the case. For, suppose twoneighbouring parishes, A.and B., 
each to spend £500 a-year for therelief of the poor, but A. 
to raise the money by rates, B. to meet the charge by the 
income of trust lands, the State aggravated the inequality 
by adding to the fund available in parish B. the amount 
of income tax on the £500, while it refused to make a 
similar allowance on the like amount raised by rates in 
parish A. It was impossible to justify the remission of 
the tax in B. by any argument, except such as entailed, 
by way of consequence, the exemption from income tax 
of such portion of all income as was payable in local 
rates and taxes—if, indeed, the conclusion did not em- 
brace taxes of every kind. But their Lordships did not 
consider it expedient to apply a remedy by any instruction 
of the executive Government founded on the opinion of 
the law officers. The subject was one which should be 
reserved to be dealt with by the Legislature ; meanwhile 
the practice which had prevailed was to be followed, but 
the board was to guard against any further extension of 
the “ inconvenient latitude,” as far as might be. 

The embarrassment which might arise at present from 
contracting the meaning of “ charitable purposes ”’ in the 
Act of 1843 would be increased by a practice pursued 
at the Inland Revenue Board in relation to the charity 
commission, and by the Charitable Trusts Act of 1855. 
The Act establishing the commission provided for the 
vesting of land and stock belonging to charities in the 
commission, and it was the practice of the board to give 
exemption to all stock standing in the name of the official 
trustees without further inquiry. The Act of 1855 enacts, 
by its 28th section, that all dividends on stock in the 
name of the official trustees of charitable funds, or certi- 
fied by the Charity Commissioners to be exempt from in- 
come-tax, are to be paid without any deduction of the 
tax, and all dividends on any stock standing in any other 
name, which the commissioners shall certify to be sub- 
ject only to charitable trusts and to be exempt, is also to 
be paid without deduction. Hence, if the Charity Com- 
missioners chose to exercise the power, they might exempt 
by their certificate the very same charities which the 
Inland Revenue Board, following the opinion of the law 
officers, might declare to have no claim to exemption. 
This anomalous state of things is brought by the board to 
the notice of the Treasury. 

Other questions are also raised on the Act of 1843. 
Are charges of management part of the expenditure for 
which exemption may be claimed? The solicitor of the 
board has advised that they are not, but on account of the 
strong protests made, the practice has been to admit such 
claims. The principle contended for by the claimants, is 
that all charges should be allowed which are necessary 
for the purpose of maintaining the charity in such a 
state as to effect the object for which the funds were 
provided. It appears that in 1804, the Attorney-General, 
Mr. Perceval, in an opinion on the old Income Tax Act, 
which is copied in the present Act, was in favor of the 
claim. Another question raised is respecttng the exemp- 
tion of funds re-invested for accumulation; as in the case 
of the building fund of Pembroke College, Cambridge; 
the words of the Act being, “so far as the funds shall be 





applied for charitable purposes.” Tous it appears reason- 
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able to hold that the application, in the charges of 
management, or in the accumulation of a sum for the 
purposes of the charity, is a question merely of the ad- 
ninistration of the trust fund, be the purpose of the trust 
charitable or not charitable, and not a question of the 
charitable character of that purpose. 

An unaccountable distinction is further pointed out 
by the Inland Revenue Commissioners, between rents and 
dividends applicable to the repairs of cathedrals, churches, 
or buildings used solely for divine worship. Under 
schedule C. there is an exemption of such dividends ; 
under schedule A, there is no corresponding exemption. 
The consequence has been that on two claims of exemp- 
tion by the dean and chapter of St. Paul’s, one for divi- 
dends applied to the repair of the cathedral, the other for 
rents so applied, the former was admitted, the latter was 
rejected. 

The agitation of all these matters in the correspondence 
returned to the House of Commons, and lately printed 
by its order, between the Board and the Treasury, and 
between the Treasury and the Home Office, has, we need 
scarcely say, not been without an object. The Lords 
of the Treasury, as we have seen, indicate legislation as 
the proper means of setting the exemption of charitable 
funds from income tax on a more satisfactory footing 
in the present state of charities, or,in the alternative, 
of bringing the charities themselves into the state of 
thrift and good husbandry which in the eyes of Mr. 
Gladstone will entitle them to the exemption at present 
enjoyed. It seems not improbable that if the Govern- 
ment be strong enough, some legislation on the subject 
will be attempted in the coming session. The Charity 
Commissioners, in obedience to Sir George Grey’s inti- 
mation, have begun the work by the inspection of the 
following charities:—Lord Crewe’s, Christ’s Hospital, 
Bethlehem Hospital, Magdalen Hospital, Morden College, 
St. Thomas’ Hospital, The London Hospital. The results 
of the inspection have been reported. It may be desir- 
able on a future occasion to revert to the report as to 
existing institutions, on the question what ought and 
what ought not to be deemed charitable within the 
policy and construction of the law of charitable pur- 
poses in relation to the fiscal question mooted by Mr. 
Gladstone. 








REVIEW. 


A Treatise on Composition with Creditors, By GEORGE SILLS, 

Barrister-at-Law. Davis & Son. 

This is one of several little books which have been brought 
into existence by the litigation caused by the celebrated 
192nd section of Lord Westbury’s Bankruptcy Act. Baron 
Martin prefaced his judgment in a recent case by saying that 
he did not expect it to be satisfactory, for he had never 
delivered a judgment, nor read a judgment delivered by 
any one else, on the section which was satisfactory. It would 
be too much, therefore, to expect any treatise published on 
composition deeds to be perfect. Where judges fail, text- 
writers can scarcely hope to succeed. Buta book of the 
kind now before us may be useful if it serves only as an index 
to the decided cases, and contains in a convenient form a 
clear statement of the rules which may now be considered 
settled. We regret that it was published too early to include 
the decision of the Exchequer Chamber in Hidson v. Barclay, 
13 W. R. 583, which reversed the decision of the Queen’s 
Bench, and being delivered after the tide had begun to turn 
in favour of composition deeds, took a more liberal view of 
the requisitions of the Act than some previous judgments. 








PRIVATE BILys In THE HovsE or Commons.—A busy session 
is expected in private bill legislation. During the present month 
all notices of intended applications to Parliament tor local Acts 
must be given in the newspapers. By the end of November 
certain documents must be lodged, and by the 23rd ng ogg ey 


the Commons, printed copies of all local bills must be | . 
In the Lords the bills must be filed on or before the 17th De- 
cember. In the last session there were 595 petitions for local 
Acts, and of that number 382 became Acts of Parliament. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorp CHANCELLOR). 

Nov. 3.—Wallace v. The Attorney-General—Jeves v. 
Shadwell.—Succession Duty.—These two cases, in which the 
point is the same, involving the question of payment of suc- 
cession duty, were taken and argued together. They came 
before the Court in the form of petitions from parties in ad- 
ministration suits. In the first case a question arose under 
the will of the late Lord Henry Seymour, who was, it was 
contended, domiciled in France. He died after the passin, 
of the Succession Duty Act. In the other case the origina 
testator, who was domiciled in the colony of Natal, died 
before the passing of the Succession Duty Act, and, by his 
will, he gave the greatest part of his property to a Miss 
Bromfield, who also domiciled in that colony. She died 
shortly after the Succession Duty Act came into operation, 
having bequeathed her property to the petitioner in this 
case, part of which consisted of stock in this country. The 
question was whether the property bequeathed in both cases, 
or either of them, was subject to the succession duty. 

The Attorney-General and Mr. Melville appeared for the 
Crown; Mr. Baggallay, Q.C., Mr. Southgate, Q.C., Mr. 
Schomberg, Mr. Dalton, Mr.. Westlake, and Mr. Spencer 
Vincent, were for the petitioners ; and Mr. Wickens for the 
charities interested. 

Judgment was deferred. 

(Before the MasTER oF THE ROLLs.) 

Nov. 4.—The Agriculturist Cattle Insurance Company— 
Stanhope’s Representative.—The Hen. and Rev. F. Stanhope, 
in 1845, took 100 £20 shares in this company, on which he 
ee £8 per share in calls, and signed the deed of settlement. 

n November, 1848, a further was made of £4 per share, 
and those shareholders who wished to leave the company at 
that date were to pay sums varying from £1 to £2 10s. per 
share in proportion to the number of their shares ; and were 
to have their shares forfeited for non-payment of the residue 
of the call, and to escape from further liability, while those 
remaining in the company were to pay 10s. only on the call 
of £4 per share. Mr. Stanhope paid the 10s. In August, 
1849, however, he entered into an arrangement with the 
directors to forfeit his shares and release himself from 
further liability on payment by him of £100 to the company, 
and on the 15th of that month a resolution as follows was 
passed by the directors:—‘‘It was ordered that, on certain 
arrangements being completed, the shares of the Hon. and 
Rev. Fitzroy Stanhope be cancelled, the calls in arrear not 
being paid.” ‘Mr. Stanhope paid the £100, and a transfer 
of his shares to the company was duly registered. In 1861 
the company was ordered to be wound up. This was an 
grr ese adjourned from chambers to place the name of 

r. Stanhope’s representative on the list of contributories. 

Mr. Selwyn, Q.C., and Mr. F. W. Bush, were for the 
official manager; and Mr. Hobhouse, Q.C., and Mr, J. 
Pearson, for the administratrix. 

The MAsTER oF THE Rouus (without calling on counsel 
for Mis. Stanhope). I have quite made up my mind 
on the subject, which I have considered over and over 
again. I am unable to distinguish this case in sub- 
stance from Lord Belhaven’s case 13 W. R. 849, or from 
Spackman’s case, 18 W. R. 479, but at the same time 
I approve of the decision of the Lords Justices in Lord Bel- 
haven’s Case, and I disapprove of the judgment of Lord 
Westbury in Spackman’s case. 1 cannot reconcile them, 
and I shall therefore follow, on the present occasion, my 
own opinion in both of the cases, and hold that Mrs. Stanho 
is not a contributory. I hope the Lords Justices will settle 
with the Lord Chancellor what is the law. It strikes me it 
is a monstrous thing to hold that, when a person says to the 
directors of the company, ‘‘If you will cancel my shares I 
will give you £100,” and the directors say ‘‘We will do so,” 
and they cancel the shares, having the pewer to buy the 
shares, which is the same thing as cancelling them, and they 
take the £100, that after fifteen years that should be said to 
be a fraud which makes no time a bar, though the fact of his 
not being a member of the por ap (ps duly registered, 
and that is the only public notice that can be given of the 
matter. I give leave to appeal. 

Nov. 3.—Wallace v. The Attorney-General—His Honour 
to-day gave judgment in this case so far as ed the 
class of institutions entitled to benefit under the bequests of 
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the will of Lord Henry Seymour, who died in Paris in 1858, 
and who by his will (written in French) gave all his personal 
estate, not thereinbefore disposed of, to the ‘‘ Hospices de 
Paris et de Londres.” Last year his Honour, it may be re- 
membered, dealt with the question then raised as to the area 
within which the gifts of the testator were to be distributed. 
To-day the question for judgment was what institutions 
within that area (of which we last year gave a notice) were 
to benefit by the testator’s bequests; upon which his 
Honour, in an elaborate judgment, said he was of opinion 
that the construction to be put on the gift to ‘les hospices 
de Londres” should be guided by that pnt upon the same 
word ‘‘hospices” by the ‘‘Conseil de Surveillance de l’Ad- 
ministration General de ]’Assistance Publique de Paris.” 
Therein the word signified the institutions which received 
and provided for such persons as by reason of age, poverty, 
imbecility, &c., were unable to take care of themselves, in- 
stitutions receiving persons unsusceptible of cure. This 
would exclude the great hospitals and educational establish- 
ments. Application was open at chambers to any institu- 
tions claiming to fall within this class, and the decision on 
their claims could be appealed from. 


(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir W. Pace Woop.) 


Nov. 8.—Hill vy. Curtis.—This was a suit to charge two 
of the defendants with moneys said to have been received by 
them as executor de son tort of a deceased farmer. The facts 
of the case are of no public importance, but the following 

iece of cross-examination is not without interest, as show- 
ing the style in which some of our local tribunals get through 
their duty. 

Mr. Matthews (the counsel in the case, to the witness, a 
lady)—You were appointed administrator to your father? 

The Lady—Yes. 

Counsel—It was in the month of August, 1858, that you 
signed the administration bond at the office of the surrogate, 
the local judge? 

The Lady—It was. 

Counsel—Who were your bondsmen? 

Lady—I don’t know them. I know the name of one of 
them, not of the other. 

Counsel—How came you to know the bondsmen? 

Lady—I attended at the surrogate’s, and two men were 
called in who signed the bond. 

Counsel—How came you to know the name of one of 
them ? 

Lady—I remember it, because the surrogate, in order to 
get a bondsman, opened the door and called in a man who 
sold red herrings and oranges, who happened to be going by, 
and this man was the bondsman. I was somewhat struck 
by the transaction, and looked over the man’s shoulder to 
see what his name was as he was signing the bond. His 
name was Standing. 

Counsel—Did you not, in fact, meet Standing by appoint- 
ment in Silver-street, Portsea, and go with him to the 
surrogate’s, it having been arranged by your solicitor that 
he should be your bondsman ! 

Lady—Certainly not. I never saw him till he was called 
in by the surrogate. Do you think I should walk through 
the streets with a man with oranges on one arm and red 
herrings on the other ? 





COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Sittings in Banco—(Before the Lorp Curr Justice, and 
Justices Mutton, SHEx, and Lusn). 


Noy, 6.—Kelley v. Tinling—Myr. MeNamara said this 
was an action against the Liverpool Daily Courier, 
tried at Manchester before Mr, Baron Bramwell, when 
the jury returned a verdict. for the defendant. The 
learned counsel moved for a rule nisi calling upon the 
defendant to show cause why the verdict should not 
be set aside and a new trial had on the grounds of mis- 
direction and against evidence. The only plea was not 
guilty, there being no attempt made to justify. The plain- 
tiff is the incumbent of St. ator Church, Sieeainet and 
at the trial he conducted his case in person. The plaintiff 
had got into a dispute with one of the churchwardens rela- 
tive to an alleged charge made against him by the church- 
warden that he used the vestry for improper purposes. The 
plaintiff denied this. The correspondence, which was very 
voluminous, that passed upon the subject, was afterwards 
published in the defendant’s paper, with sundry comments, 
and also some anonymous correspondence, in the latter of 





which the plaintiff was charged with levity, and very strong 
language was used towards him in reference to the man 
squabbles that had taken place in reference to the plaintiff's 
conduct. 

The learned counsel contended that the correspondence 
with the churchwarden relative to the use of the vestry 
was a private matter, and ought never to have been pub- 
lished. He contended that this was not one of those public 
matters which came within the class of privileged publica- 
tions ; and, secondly, that if it was a public matter, the 
lan e used was much stronger than ought to have been. 

‘The Lonp CutEF Justice said he thought there should be 
no rule. *He could not concur that the matter was not a 
public one. Then, if it were so, the question whether there 
was any excess in the comments that were unwarranted and 
unjustified, and therefore involving malice, was a matter for 


- the jury, and although the letters did contain strong lan- 


guage, still the jury having found that the remarks were only 
air comments, he thought, seeing the learned judge who 
tried the case had no reason to be dissatisfied with the ver- 
dict, there ought to be no rule. 

Mr. Justice MELLor said he concurred with the Lord 
Chief Justice. He, however, disclaimed any sympathy with 
the observation of the editor of the paper, that it was an ad- 
vantage to a man that if slanderous things were reported of 
him they should be published in order that he might contra- 
dict them. 

The other learned judges concurred. 

Rule refused. 


Nov. 7—The London Engineering Company v. Ogle— 
This case raised a point which is understood to be of con- 
tinual occurrence, and therefore is of some practical import- 
tance—as to what renders a man a member of a joint-stock 
company. The point was whether, when a man has i po 
for shares, and has got a letter of allotment and signed the 
articles, but is desirous of withdrawing and willing to forfeit 
his deposit, the company can nevertheless register his 
name as a shareholder and so fix him, although he has not 
signed the memorandum of association. At the trial the 
Lord Chief Justice, acting on the precise words of the Act 
of Parliament, directed a verdict for the plaintiff, subject to 
the point of law, whether under these circumstances the 
statute applied so as to render the defendant a member. 

Mr. Merewether now moved, on the part of the defendant, 
to set aside the verdict, on the ground that he was not 
legally a member. He urged that companies were constantly 
in the habit of putting upon their registers the names of 

arties who were not really members, and there was great 
esliahe in holding a man liable as a shareholder when he 
had cer B cabana before registry, and had already paid a heavy 
penalty in the forfeiture of his deposit many 

The Lorp Cuter Justick, however, said that he could not 
suppose that the companies registered persons falsely and 
fraudulently ; if they did so it would be quite a different 
thing. But, in the absence of evidence of fraud, the express 
words of the statute seemed too strong to be got over. The 
argument of the learned counsel might go to show that the 
Legislature had better not have enacted such a provision ; 
but it was insufficient to show that the enactment could be 
so construed as not to have this effect. As to hardship, 
there was a good deal to be said on both sides ; and if a man 
had a number of shares allotted to him upon his own 
application, and after he had agreed to take them, it might 
operate injustice to allow him all at once to throw up the 
i and disclaim his liability. 

Mr. Justice MeLLor expressed a similar opinion. He did 
not, he said, at all see the hardship represented, and the words 
of the statute were clear. 

Mr, Justice SHEE and Mr. Justice LusH concurred, 

Rule refused. 7 


— Hardnan v. Bradish—Mr. Edward James, Q.C., 
said this was an action to recover the possession of certain 
land in the neighbourhood of Liverpool, when he was 
obliged to submit to a verdict against him, in consequence of 
the absence of Mr. Hardman Erle, a solicitor, after his 
having been subpened and received his conduct money. Mr. 
Erle was in the possession of documents which would have 
proved the plaintiff's case, but instead of attending at the 
trial and producing them, he sent some by his clerk, which 
were of no use. Although it was at one time suggested that 
Mr. Erle’s absence was by collusion with the defendant’s 
attorney, he had every reason to believe that there was no 


foundation for it, but he felt bound to apply for @ rule for 
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ttachment against Mr. Erle for not attending on the 
“r and also for a rule for a new trial on affidavits that Mr, 
Erle was a material witness. 

The Court said that unless it could be shown that there 
had been collusion between the ies so as to defeat justice, 
they would not grant the rule for an attachment against Mr. 
Erle. They would grant a rule for a new trial. 


Rule granted. 


Nov. 9.—JIn the matter of one Freeman, an Attorney.— 
This was an a’ ee to strike = the rolls _ oe 
an attorney, late sey on business at Wimborne, in 
Dorsetahire, for alle aie upon a client. 

The substance of the case on the part of the client (the 
applicant) was, that the attorney had raised money upon 
the security of his client’s name and deeds, for the professed 

urpose of obtaining money upon them for him, and had 
Faudulently obtained the money thereby for himself, and 

ut it into his own pocket shortly before his bankruptcy. 

e case on the of the attorney was that he had, with 
the full knowl of his client, obtained the money for 
himself, so that, whatever impropriety there might have 
been in the transaction, there was no fraud or misrepre- 
sentation. The matter had come before the Court in a 
former term, and had been referred to the Master, and one of 
the masters, Master Hodgson, had accordingly examined 
into it, and had the parties before him, and orally examined 
and cross-examined them as to the whole history of the two 
transactions, and upon these materials, the oral evidence, 
the written documents, and the affidavits, he had made an 
elaborate report which was rather adverse to the attorney, 
and found the material facts against him. The matter now 
came before the Court by way of review of the Master’s 
report, which, having been at length, 

r. Kingdon was heard at some length, on the part of 
the attorney, contending that whatever impropriety there 
might have been in his conduct in the transaction, there was 
not sufficient evidence to sustain the charge of fraud, or to 
justify striking him off the rolls, and in support of this view 
he read largely from the affidavits and relied particularly 
upon the written documents, especially on the deed. 

Mr. H. 7. Cole was heard, on the part of the client, in 
support of the application to strike the attorney off the rolls, 
urging that the case being one of fraud, the written dosu- 
ments, drawn up by the attorney himself, were not to be re- 
lied upon, nor the affidavits, cut and dried ; that the oral 
evidence and the demeanour of the parties examined were 
far more reliable ; that the Master had had the benefit of 
this, and that, therefore, his findings on the matters of 
ys were more to be depended upon than the written evi- 

lence, 

The Lorp Carer Justicr, however, in the course of a 
long hearing, observed that this was virtually a criminal 
charge, and that the result of striking the attorney off the 
rolls would be to ruin him and cover him with infamy for 
life ; and therefore it behoved the Court to require clear and 
conclusive evidence to sustain the charge. Now, with 
every respect and deference to the Master, who had shown 
the utmost intelligence in the case, he did not think that 
the evidence was sufficient satisfactorily to sustain the case. 
The rule had been obtained on the ground of fraud, and on 
that ground alone could it be supported. It was not enough 
to show impropriety ; there must be clear proof of fraud. 

Mr. Justice MELLoR made similar observations. The evi- 
dence, he said, might show that the farmer, the client, was 
a great simpleton ; but it hardly sufficed to show that he 
had been defrauded. Every day’s experience showed that 
men did allow themselves to be made use of in order to raise 
money for the benefit of others, whether by way of surety- 
ship or otherwise, and therefore, however extraordinary it 
might appear that the farmer should thus render himself 
liable, in order to raise some hundreds of pounds for the 
benefit of his attorney, the undoubted evidence of the deed, 
and the positive evidence of the witnesses, was too strong to 
be got over by the oral evidence in support of the client's 
case ; and it would be unsafe to convict the attorney upon 
such evidence when the documents and evidence of third 
parties were inconsistent with it. 

Mr. Justice Suez made some remarks of a similar ten- 
dency ; and at the close of the hearing, 

The Lorp Cu1er Justice said, I very much regret that 
any practitioner should be placed in so painful a = icament 
as that in which Mr. Freeman necessarily stands. He has 


as to induce them to enter into transactions for his own 

benefit, and by which they have become losers, and have in 

ffect been victimized. This £400 which these poor men 
toon had to pay, may be of disastroys consequences to them, 
and it is impossible not to express disapproval of the trans- 
action. But the question is whether the charges which 
formed the ground of the present application to strike the 
attorney off the rolls have been made out; and the Court 
ought to be as fully satisfied upon this charge as if it were 
an indictment before a jury, and the evidence were such as 
would be clearly sufficient to sustain.a verdict of guilty. 
Whatever, therefore, may be the discreditable character of 
the transaction, ag I think that such a verdict could not be 
satisfactorily pronounced, I am of opinion that this applica- 
tion should be dismissed. 
The other learned JuDGEs concurred. 
Rule discharged. 


—— In the matter of one Ambler, an attorney.—This was 
the case of the attorney who was convicted of a conspiracy 
with one Bradbury, a clerk, to obtain a sum of £5 10s. from 
a prisoner at Manchester, by a false pretence —the false pre- 
tence being that he was clerk to one Torr, a respectable 
attorney practising there, and that the money was wanted 
for counsel’s fees. The facts have already apnoea in our 
columns.* Upon this matter the attorney had been con- 
victed at the assizes before Mr, Justice Shee, who was 
satisfied with the verdict, but imposed rather a lenient 
sentence, 

Mr. Monk, Q.C., and Mr. Hopwood were heard for the 
attorney, and, while disclaiming any idea of re-trying the 
case of impeaching the verdict, added some new facts b' 
way of explanation, and submitted that there was not suffi- 
cient to warrant so severe and irreversible a sentence as per- 
petual exclusion from practice, in addition to the punish- 
ment he had already su‘fered. 

Mr. Garth appeared on behalf of the law society, and, 
declining to discuss the facts, observed that there had been 
a conviction, and that an appeal to the Secretary of State 
had been unsuccessful. He added that he believed this was 
the first instance in which cause had been shown against 
such an application in the case of a conviction. He said he 
had been, as counsel for the Incorporated Law Society, the 
the means of striking some thirty or forty attorneys off the 
rolls, and he did not recollect any case of a conviction in 
which it had even been attempted to resist the sentence now 
sought to be inflicted. 

e Lorp CuieF Justice in the course of the case eb- 
served—We must take care that attorneys, who are officers 
of this Court, and are brought into contact with persons of 
the poorer classes of society, shall not extort money from 
them which they are ill able to afford, upon the pretence that 
they are going to pay additional fees to counsel, which, in 
point of fact, they do not pay. That is a most reprehensible 
practice, and one which this Court ought on all occasions to 
reprobate and do its utmost to poe : 

At the close of the case, the Loxp Cuter Justice pro- 
nounced the judgment of the Court. He said: In all cases 
in which the question arises as to money to be received b 
the attorney from the client, the most perfect good fai 
should be shown ; and any misrepresentation to the client as 
to the amount of expense which must be incurred for the 
purpose of his defence is most dishonourable and discredit- 
able. And we cannot help seeing that there was here some 
misrepresentation on the part of the attorney. There is a 
conviction upon an indictment for obtaining money by false 
— and, even in the most lenient view, there must 
1ave been some misrepresentation used for the purpose of 
putting some pressure upon the client to induce him to 
find the money which the attorney required. It seems, how- 
ever, that the amount which he required was not exorbitant. 
My brother Shee took care to inquire inte that matter, 
and he was satisfied that, having regard to the serviees ren- 
dered by the attorney, the sum was not excessive, There- 
fore, although there was a false representation, it was used, 
not for the purpose of obtaining money for which no equiva- 
lent was given, but only by way of pressure upon the client, 
to induce him to find the sum the attorney thought fit and 


proper to remunerate him for services really rendered. 
nder these circumstances we do not think that this is a 
case in which it is necessary to visit the attorney with the 
stringent punishment of striking him off the rolls, but that 
it will sufficiently mark our sense of his misconduct, and 
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used his influence with persons who came to him as clients, 
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sufficiently make an example, if we suspend him for a 
certain time from practice; and, under all the cir- 
cumstances, we think that a sentence of suspension for 
one year from the termination of his imprisonment will 
suffice. 


—— The Queen v. Dr. Travers Twiss, Judge of the Con- 
sistory Court of London.—This was a case which raised a 
question as to the alleged desecration of a burial-ground. It 
was an application for a prohibition to the Judge of the 
Ecclesiastical Court to restrain him from proceeding in a 
suit the object of which was to obtaina ‘ faculty” or licence 
to the guardians of St. Leonard’s, Shoreditch, permitting 
them to build upon a burial-ground in that parish. The 
ground had been consecrated and used as a burial-ground 

or many years, and, although some of the remains have been 

removed, others, it was represented, still continue there. 
In point of fact, however, it was stated, no interments had 
taken place in the ground for more than forty years. In 
February last the guardians applied to the Ecclesiastical 
Court for a faculty to enable them to erect a new workhouse 
on at of the land in question, whereupon there was an 
application for a prohibition. It was alleged on one side, 
but denied on the other, that bones and coffins were actually 
being disturbed. It was not, however, denied that the 
ground used as the site of the workhouse was part of a burial- 
ground which had long been used for interments. And it 
was stated that the workhouse had actually been built at a 
cost of £40,000, and that the paupers were actually in it. 

Mr. Barnard (with him Mr. G. Tayler and Mr. Pritchard) 
appeared for the guardians against the prohibition, and 
argued that it was a matter entirely within the jurisdiction 
of the Ecclesiastical Court, and that this Court had never 
interfered in such a case. Consecration was a matter essen- 
tially and exclusively of ecclesiastical cognizance. 

The Lorp CureF Justicr.—Consecration may be so, but 
desecration is not so; and it is the province of this Court to 
restrain the Ecclesiastical Court if it exceeds its jurisdiction, 
and — to allow the desecation of what has been conse- 
erated. 

The learned counsel urged that such instances as the pre- 
sent were very usual in practice. At Kensington a vestry- 
hall _ been built upon a part of the consecrated burial- 

‘ound. 

Mr. Coleridge said there were cases in which 
‘been brought criminally before the Ecclesiasti 
** monished ” for so acting. 

Mr. Justice MELLOR said no doubt the Ecclesiastical Court 
had jurisdiction for | peg of protection from desecration. 

Mr. Coleridge said no doubt that was so, and so also of 
any applications for faculties consistent with the continuance 
of the state of consecration. But in the Walbrook case, 
which was a case in which it was merely asked to set back 
the churchyard wall four feet, with the consent of the vestry, 
for the purpose of city improvements, Dr. Lushington said 
there was no power to grant such a faculty. All thata 
faculty came to was a freedom from ecclesiastical censure, so 
far as the Ecclesiastical Court was concerned, and there was 
no real desecration. As to the question of property, also, 
if it arose, it was for the Ecclesiastical Court first to decide 
whether it arose or did not arise ; and if it arose, the Court 
would refuse to entertain it. 

The argument was adjourned, the Lorp Cure¥ JUSTICE 
observing that it was very desirable to know what had really 
been done in such cases. 


rties had 
Court and 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Before Erte, C.J., Wi..es, Byes, and Keatine, J.J.) 

Nov. 9.—Edgell v. Day.—The defendant in this case had 
acted as solicitor for the plaintiff, and had received a large 
sum of money in respect of the purchase of some property 
which belonged to the plaintiff. This money remained in 
his hands for a considerable time, pending the completion 
of the purchase, and the question now was whether he was 
liable to pay interest upon it during this time. The defen- 
dant contended that he was not, because he had acted, not 
as agent for the plaintiff, but as stakeholder between him and 
the purchaser. 

r, Coleridge, Q.C., and Mr. Dowdeswell, appeared for 
the plaintiff ; and Mr. J. Brown, Q.C., and Mr. D Brown, 
for the defendant. 

The Court Li ay that the defendant was agent for the 
vendor ; he made the contract of sale in that capacity, and 





also signed it as agent for the vendor. All his authority 

seemed to have been derived from the vendor, and he had 

no duty towards the purchaser. He, therefore, was not in 

the same ition as an auctioneer, who was a stakeholder 

between the parties, and must pay interest upon the money, 
Judgment for the plaintiff. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GoULBURN.) 

Nov. 3.—In re J. R. Preston.—Mr. Reed appeared for the 
assigneees, and Mr. Sargood for the bankrupt upon this 
application for an order of discharge. 

r. John Richard Preston was described as formerly of 
26, Upper Eaton-street, Eaton-square, of High-street, New- 
market, and of 52, Brompton-square, ‘‘of no profession, 
but occasionally betting on the turf.” The unsecured debts 
are stated at £12,318, with liabilities £5,555 ; there are no 
assets. Among the unsecured creditors appear Lord Courte- 
nay, whose debt is returned at £1,500, for money lent ; the 
Earl of Uxbridge, £300, for money lent; sundry tradesmen 
in London and at Newmarket, trainers of racehorses, a 
jockey, &c. 

Mr. Commissioner GovtBuRN having inspected the ac- 
counts, asked the bankrupt what reasonable expectation he 
could have had of being able to discharge the claims upon 
him 


The bankrupt said he was just in this position, that 
whereas one day he might have £7,000 or £8,000 in his 
pocket, the next he Be be penniless, Formerly he was 
very successful on the turf. 

His Honour expressed a doubt whether the law ever in- 
tended this court to be a medium for relieving a person 
from debts incurred through gambling transactions. 

Reference was then made to debts owing to Lord Courte- 
nay, the Earl of Uxbridge, and the Hon. Richard Bethell, 
and the bankrupt explained the transactions out of which 
those claims arose. 

The case was called several times, and eventually, 

His Honovr, in the absence of sepevien from any credi- 
tor, granted the desired order of discharge. 


Nov. 6.—Jn re James Edward Nixon.—This was an 
adjourned sitting for examination and discharge. The bank- 
rupt was an attorney, having offices at 49, Bedford-row, and 
residing at 73, Claremont-terrace, Pentonville-road. It 
appeared that no assignee had been appointed under the 
bankruptcy, and the sitting for examination had been 
adjourned on one or two occasions to afford the bankrupt an 
opportunity of carrying out his expressed intention of taking 
t © proceedings out of bankruptcy. Ata s 
of creditors, held on the 15th ultimo, under the 110t 
section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, it was resolved by the 
peony majority in value of the creditors present, to 
accept the bankrupt’s offer for payment in full of his debts 
by instalments of ten shillings in the pound within nine 
month, and ten shillings within eighteen months from that 
day; the whole of the property to be vested in trustees in 
the meantime. 

Mr. Aldridge, for the official assignee, now objected, 
however, that up to the present moment the bankrupt had 
not made a full disclosure of his estate, and he asked for an 
adjournment sine die. 

e Court granted an adjournment sine die, with liberty 
to the bankrupt to apply again upon making a full dis- 


closure. 
(Before Mr. Registrar PEpys.) 

Nov. 7.—In re William Pagden.—At a meeting of credi- 
tors held under the bankruptcy of Mr. William Pagden, of 
69, Fenchurch-street, and formerly of 71, Mark-lane, solici- 
tor, several proofs of debt were tendered and admitted, and 
Mr. William Smith, of 28, Moorgate-street, gentleman, was 
appointed creditors assignee. The proceedings being by way 
of judgment debtor summons, no statement of accounts has 

et been rendered but it is believed that the debts and 
iabilities will fall little short of £20,000, the assets are of 
doubtful value. Of the unsecured debts a sum of £2,050 is 
due to the Consolidated Bank, and £8,099 is claimed by the 
father of the bankrupt, Mr. T. P. Pagden, of Epsom. ‘The 
bankrupt was formerly in extensive practice, but for the last 
two years preceding the date of the adjudication he had been 
resident abroad. 

Messrs. Ashurst & Morris are the solicitors to the estate. 

Nov. 9.—A Scene in Court.—During an interval in the 
business, a gentleman, who had been engaged at a private 
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sitting, applied to his Honour for his assistance in a diffi- 
culty Ww: had occurred. He had required a witness to 
produce a deed in order that extracts might be made from 
it, but the witness declined to allow it, alleging that he had 
a lien upon the document. ~ 
His Honour, on being appealed to, suggested that as the 
ies were professional men, and the point one of every-day 
practice, they ought to settle it between themselves without 
applying to the Court. The parties then withdrew, but now 
re-appeared, and the assistance of the Court was again in- 
yoked. The two gentlemen became somewhat excited, and 
his Honour expressed an opinion that they were a pair of 
wrong-headed blockheads. To this expression one of the par- 
ties objected and said he was not accustomed to hear such 
e from the Bench. The other gentleman, however, 
said he did not object to the expression if his friend did 
not, an announcement which caused some laughter. Ulti- 
mately the parties withdrew, and it was subsequently stated 
that they had settled their differences, and left the court 
hand in hand. 
COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 
(Before the JupcE-OrDINARY.) 

Nov. 7.—-Ryvesv. The Attorney-General—The Princess Olive 
—Curious Point of Practice.—Dr. Smith said he appeared on 
behalf of Lavinia Janette Ryves and her son, William Henry 
Ryves, who had filed a petition under the Legitimacy Decla- 
ration Act, praying for a declaration that there had been a 
lawful marriage between the grandfather of the elder peti- 
tioner, his Royal Highness Henry Frederick, Duke of Cum- 
berland, and Olive Wilmot, and that the petitioners were the 
lawful descendants of the Princess Olive of Cumberland. The 
issue having been joined, 

Sir. J. WitpE—But is there any issue ? 

Dr. Smith—What I meant to say was, that the petitioners 
had delivered their replication to the answer of the Attorney- 
General, and that the pleadings were therefore complete. 

Sir J. Witpz.—I hardly know how to proceed in this case, 
for it seems to me that the Attorney-General’s answer is in a 
very unusual form. 

r. Smith—I am not responsible for that. All that I 
one do on receiving the answer was to reply in the same 
‘orm. 

Mr. Bourke—I appear for the Attorney-General, and I 
believe that I am responsible for the form of the answer. 
It exactly follows the precedent of Shedden v. The Attorney- 
General and Patrick, which } drew under the direction of 
Lord Westbury, who was then Attorney-General. 

Sir J. Witpz (to Dr. Smith)—How do you wish to have 
me ee ar 

r. Smith—By a special jury. 
_ Sir J. Winpe_—Bat the difficulty is that there being no 
issue, there is nothing to send to aspecial jury to try. The 
Attorney- merely says: ‘I leave the petitioners to 
make such proof of their case as they may be able.” Would 
it not be better for the Attorney-General to file a formal 
traverse ? 

Mr. Bowrke—I have no objection to do so. 
_ Sir J. Witpz—That being so, do you object to have the 
issue tried “te special jury ? 

Mr. * Bour' rtainly not, my lord. 

The Court then made the order as prayed, and also 
granted a commission to examine two witnesses at Honfleur. 


Nov. 3.—Western v. Western and Western.—The Queen’s 
Advocate and Mr. Inderwick for the plaintiff; Mr. Boviil, 
Q.C., Dr. Swabey, and Mr. Bushby for the defendants. 

This was a suit to determine the validity of a will executed 
on the 27th of October, 1864, by Mr. James Western, who 
was formerly a solicitor in Great James-street, Bedford-row, 
and who died on the 15th of the November gr alyg, ty the 
advanced age of ninety. He had had no fewer than ten 
children, of whom four survived. 

Soon after the opening of the case a compromise was 
effected, and . 

The Court, by consent, pronounced against the will, 
directing all the costs to be paid out of the estate. 








COURT OF ADMIRALTY. 

(Before Dr. LusHINGTON.) 

Nov. 7.~The Helen.—This motion raised the question 
whether in a wages suit the Court of Admiralty can take 
izance of an ment which contemplated a breach 


question was argued before the long vacation, and the Court 
now gave judgment. 
Mr. Clarkson for the plaintiff. 
Mr. Milward, Q.€., and Mr. Pritchard, contra. 
Dr. LusHineTon, after stating the facts, said it is ad- 
mitted on all hands that the Court must enfore the e- 
ment with the master, unless it is satisfied that such an 
a is illegal by the municipal law of this country. 
uch depends upon the sense of the word ‘‘ illegal.” The 
true meaning is all such contracts are illegal, so far that 
if carried out they would lead to acts which might, 
under certain circumstances, expose those concerned to such 
pon consequences as are sanctioned by international 
aw for breach of blockade. If so, the illegality is of a 
limited character. If a ship breaks the blockade and 
delivers her cargo the illegality is purged. But if ab initio 
the act is wholly illegal, why should its success purge its 
offence? A neutral country has a right to trade with all 
other countries in time of peace. Why, then, should that 
light be affected by the acts of the enemy? There has been 
a long and admitted usage which constitutes the law of 
nations and involves certain concessions from both bellige- 
rent and neutral, and it is only with reference to such usage 
that the belligerent can interfere with the neutral. If there 
were no question of blockade no belligerent could claim a 
right of seizure on the high seas. of a neutral vessel going to 
the port of another belligerent. What is the usage of block- 
ade? Among other things it must be effectualand constantly 
enforced, and against all nations alike, and when these con- 
siderations are satisfied, then the belligerent may seize and 
condemn neutral vessels without remonstrance from neutral 
States. It never has been a part of the common law that 
such voyages have been deemed illegal—still less that a 
neutral state should be bound to prevent them. The belli- 
rent has norights but those which universal usage has given 
im, and among them is not included the right to say *‘ You 
shall help me to enforce my belligerent rights by curtailing 
your own freedom of commerce, and making that illegal by 
our own law which was not so before.” The law of nations 
never declared that a neutral State is bound to impede 
or diminish its own trade by municipal restrictions. I 
cannot entertain any doubt as to the judgment I ought to 
pronounce in this case. It appears that principle, authority, 
and usage unite in calling on me to reject the new doctrine 
that to carry on trade with a blockaded port is, or ought 
to be, a municipal offence, as well as by the law of 
nations. I must direct the fourth article of the answer to 
be struck out. I cannot pass by the fact that the attempt 
to introduce this novel doctrine comes from an avowed par- 
ticeps criminis, who seeks to benefit himself by it. As 
he has failed in every respect he must pay the costs of his 
experiment. 





ARCHES’ COURT. 
(Before Dr. Lusuineron, Dean of Arches.) 

Nov. 6.—His lordship sat in chambers to-day for the first 
time since the commencement of the long vacation, as Dean 
of Arches. 

Edwards wnd Mann v. Hatton—This was a church-rate 
case, and the question raised was as to the inequality of the 
assessment. The promoters were the churchwardens of 
Mattishall, and the defendant one of the ratepayers. 

On a former day an application was made on the part of 
the churchwardens that the Court should hear the evidence 
vivd voce, and on the part of the defendant, Mr. Crosse, the 
proctor, objected on the ground of the expense. The usual 
course was to take the evidence by aflidavits. The Court, 
however, decided on hearing the evidence orally, and a day 
had been appointed for that purpose. 

Mr. Crosse mentioned to his lordship that it was necessary 
that the evidence should be taken down. It was a novel 
proceeding to take oral evidence in church-rate cases, but 
there might be an appeal, and his application was that the 
Court would sanction the appointment of a shorthand writer 
for the purpose of taking the evidence. 

Dr. LusHrNeron said he did not see how the Court could 
get on in such a case without a shorthand writer. 

Mr. Crosse observed that if the Court gave permission no 
question would arise on the taxation of costs ; and in the 
event of an appeal it would be necessary to have all the evi- 
dence taken down. 

His LorpsuiP sanctioned the evidence being taken in the 
manner suggested. Indeed, in the event of an appeal, it would 
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Mr. Crosse said he had made the application as the course 
of taking the evidence vivd voce was very unusual in such a 


case. 
The application was accordingly granted. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE CHANCERY CAUSE LIST. 

Sir,—I, in common with many, find two guineas per 
annum too much to pay for the daily list of causes, &c., to 
be heard in the Courts of Chancery. Were the charge less, 
I should at once become a subscriber, for, doubtless, to have 
the list at hand for reference is a great convenience. I was 
talking to a friend of mine, who is a practical printer, a day 
or two since, and he assured me that, with a moderate 
number of subscribers, many would be glad to print, pub- 
lish, and circulate a list daily (by half-past six or seven in 
the evening) for an annual payment of one guinea. 

I leave the suggestion to be dealt with by some enterpris- 
ing man of business; and hope, if it be acted upon, that the 
list will contain in addition jury cases in the common law 
courts, TyrRo. 








SCOTLAND. 


The chair of Seots Law in the University of Edinburgh, 
vacant by the recent resignation of Professor Moir, has been 
filled by the curators selecting Mr. Norman Macpherson, 
advocate, from the list of two sent up by the Faculty of 
Advocates. 





Scots Law Socrery. 

On Monday the opening meeting of the Scots Law Society 
was held in the Associated Societies Hall, University, when 
the introductory address was delivered by Mr. Thomas 
M‘Kie, advocate. The attendance was large, and the ad- 
dress—entitled, ‘‘The influence of laws or political insti- 
tutions on the character and literature of a nation,” and 
which was intended as an outline for future debates by the 
society—was listened to with great attention, and frequently 
applauded. 





IRELAND. 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco before the full Court.) 

Nov. 4.—Colclough v. Colclough.— Mr. John O'Hagan, C.C., 
on behalf of the plaintiff in this case, stated that he was in- 
structed to renew a motion that had been reserved for the 
consideration of the full Court. 

The motion was one of a peculiar nature. The argument 
was that, as one of the attorneys for the defendant had, by 
oversight or otherwise, omitted to pay his annual licence as 
an attorney, therefore he and his client were debarred from 
recovering bis costs that had been taxed, ascertained, and 
awarded by the Court. Since the motion had been moved 
in chamber, an affidavit had been filed by Mr. Colclough, 
the defendant, to the effect that all the expenses, and more, 
had been advanced by him to his attorneys, and he therefore 
claimed to be entitled to be indemnified to the extent of 
such advances. 

Mr. John E. Walsh, Q.C. (with whom was Mr. Michael 
Morris, Q.C.), for the defendant, said that, as Mr. Powell 
(one of defendant’s attorneys) was an officer of their Lord- 
ships’ court, it was only due to the Court and himself that 
an explanation should be made as to the non-payment of the 
licence. Mr. Powell had for some years ceased to practise 
as an attorney, and on the commencement of the present 
case he, by the advice of counsel, paid his licence and re- 
sumed his profession ; but, by a fatality, though he remitted 
the money to pay his licence for the next year, by a mistake 
in the Dublin office, it was omitted to be done. The moment 
the question was raised, and Mr. Powell made aware of the 
fact, he at once paid his licence, the non-payment of which, 
as counsel stated, was a mere inadvertence. 

The motion was accordingly discharged. 

Mr. O'Hagan, Q.C., then, on behalf of the plaintiff, moved 
a second motion by way of appeal from the decision of the 
Taxing Master’s taxation of the defendant's costs, the only 
important question being as to the discretion of the Taxi 
Master's ruling to allow on taxation, as between party an 
party, in any case, more than two counsel. 


Counsel were heard at length on both sides as to this 
question, and the Court, considering that an important prin- 
ciple affecting the practice of the Court was involved, de- 
cided on consulting the judges of the other law courts before 
giving their ultimate opinion. 





CourT oF QUEEN’s BENCH. 

Nov. 4.—Galvin v. Midland Great Western Railway.—In 
this case, which was one of those brought against the com- 

ny for injuries sustained by the accident near Ballinasloe 
in October, 1864, the plaintiff, having claimed £500 
damages, recovered by the verdict £10 only ; and the Tax- 
ing Master having awarded him the full costs of the action, 
Mr. Carleton, Q.C., on the part of the company, moved the 
Court that the Taxing Master be directed to review the taxa- 
tion, and certify for half costs only, instead of full costs, 
upon the ground that the cause of action was connected with 
Mr B d for the plaintiff; and a great 

Mr. Byrne appeared for the plaintiff; and a great many 
sithesition } etl been cited Rs both sides, the Court de- 
cided in favour of the company. 





Notices sy INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

An important point of law in reference to the usage of in- 
surance companies, on the subject of lapsed policies, cameon 
demurrer before the Court of Common Pleas. It arose in 
connection with a policy effected by the late Mr. John Martin 
with the Albert Insurance Company. The premium which 
had accrued due was not paid by Mr. Martin at the time of 
his death, but it was contended on the part of the plaintiff 
that, by the custom of insurance companies, a notice appriz- 
ing the deceased of the premium being unpaid ought to have 
been sent, but that no such notice was given. The case was 
adjourned pending a proposal for a compromise. 





Serious DEFALCATIONS. 

A practising solicitor, of high standing amongst his pro- 
fessional brethren in the city of Dublin (says the Daily Ev- 
press) was discovered on Wednesday to have absconded, 
having in his possession, or, at least, leaving unaccounted 
for, various sums of money, amounting to £20,000, which 
had been entrusted to him by his clients for lodgment in the 
courts 








COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


NEW SOUTH WALES. 
STamps. 

The Sydney Morning Herald has the following paragraph 
on the subject of bill stamps, affording an illustration of the 
inaccuracy of colonial legislation :— 

A sub-committee appointed by the several banks waited 
on the Commissioner of Stamps about a fortnight ago with 
regard to the effect of several clauses in the Stamp Act, and 
rticularly with reference to bills and promissory notes. 
ills of exchange and promissory notes, and other docu- 
ments were then left with him to be marked whether they 
were liable to or exempt from duty. The following is a sum- 
mary of the decisions he arrived at, and which the banks 
circulated amongst their principal customers, 

1. That promissory notes made and payable in this colony, 
with the words ‘‘bearer or order” erased or omitted, 
are not liable to duty. 

2. That promissory notes in ordinary form, made and dated 
in a foreign country, but payable in this colony, are not 
liable 40 nty, 

3. That promissory notes in ordinary form, made, dated, 

and payable in a foreign country, and negotiated in 

this colony, are not liable to duty. 

4, That cheques made and dated in this colony, and pay- 

able in a foreign country, are liable to duty as drafts or 

order. 

5. That orders drawn in a foreign country on an individual 

or firm in this colony are not liable to duty unless pay- 

able on demand. 

6. That promissory notes in ordinary form, made, dated, 
and — in this colony, are not Mable to duty unless 

yable on demand, 


7. That acceptances or bills of exchange in ordinary form, 
drawn, dated, and made payable in this colony, are not 
liable to duty. 





8, That drafts issued by banks within this colony on their 
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branches or agencies within this colony, not payable on 
demand, are exempt from duty. 

9, That bills of exchange issued by banks within the colony 
but payable out of the colony, are liable to duty. 

These decisions, it will be seen, are at variance with the 
ordinary construction hitherto put upon the schedules of the 
Stamp Act, and they are doubtless the result of the very 
inaccurate manner in which the Act has been drawn (many 
very important clauses in the English Act being omitted) 
and which has laid it open to be evaded in so many in- 
stances. The effect of these decisions was, that all the 
banks resolved to discount promissory notes except those 

yable on demand, without stamps, and to put ina claim 
or a refund of the duty already paid on these documents. 
But the Treasurer, it appears, differed with the Commis- 
sioner in his opinion, which was supported by Mr. Martin, 
the late Attorney-General and Premier. The opinion of 
other leading counsel has also been taken on this question, 
and they generally support the view held by the Treasurer, 
and what was no doubt the intention of the Legislature, that 
all these documents should be liable to the stamp duty. 
Under these circumstances, and as the Commissioner had 
affixed his opinion in writing on the back of the document, 
a case is to be laid before the Supreme Court for the opinion 
of the judges, and the banks have had notice from the 
Government that if it is against them they will be required 
to affix stamps on all bills, &c., discounted without stamps. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSO- 
CIATION. 


At the late meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association, the following paper on ‘‘ Law Reform, in Con- 
nection with the Concentration of the Courts and Offices of 
Justice,” was read to the society by Mr. Lowndes, solicitor, 
of Liverpool :— 

Tue building of a Palace of Justice, in which all the 
superior courts of law and equity and their respective 
offices are to be accommodated under one and the same roof, 
is on all hands admitted to be in itself one of the most valu- 
able measures of law reform of the present age, and likely, 
moreover, to lead to others both numerous and extensive. 
But the fact to which I am now desirous of directing your 
attention is, that the measure in question necessarily presents 
to our consideration, and in itself constitutes a kind of land- 
mark or aes ge for the next century, in reference to 
our judicial staff, for if our future Palace of Justice be con- 
structed merely for the use of the courts as now constituted, 
we must admit either that the constitution of our present 
tribunals is satisfactory, or that the nation is about to com- 
mit an act of extravagant imprudence in erecting a most 
costly edifice which it knows will be insufficient for the wants 
of the next half cent The proposed erection of the new 
courts thus imperatively calls upon the nation generally, and 
members of the legal profession especially, to determine 
whether the administration of justice, and more particularly 
the constitution of our judicial tribunals, requires any mate- 
rial alterations. It is fortunate that there is reason to hope 
that a new House of Commons, withits many new members 
of high intelligence, fully awake to the requirements of the 
times, will apply itself ta the important subject of law reform 
with adequate zeal and determination. The subject on which 
I propose to offer a few remarks is full of practical and 
theoretical difficulties, and I should scarcely venture to stand 
before you as one proposing extensive reforms, had I not 
already on two occasions received the honour of being invited 
by the Liverpool Law Society to assist in furthering the 
cause of law reform. In the year 1859 I acted as secretary 
ofaspecial committee on chancery reform, and afterwards 
formed one of the deputation who waited upon the then Lord 
Chancellor on the subject. And again in the present year, 
when, with the vice-president, 1 was appointed to meet a 
deputation from the bar of the Northern Circuit, and a 

leputation from the Manchester Law Association, on the 
subject of the existing arrangements for the business of the 
assizes, on which subject we afterwards had an interview 
with the Home Secretary. Under the circumstances 1 hope 
you will not consider me presumptuous in assuring you that 
for several years I have considered with much care the ques- 
tions to which I am about to invite your attention, I feel, 


dulgence if my suggestions go further than some of you may 
be prepared for, and especially if, in my endeavours to be 
brief, f do not give sufficient reasons for the suggestions 
advanced. It is right at once to state that 1 claim very little 
originality in the following suggestions. What I have aimed 
at is to take a general view of the constitution of our principal 
tribunals, and of the reforms which have been suggested with 
respect to them. As the subject on which I propose to touch 
is one involving questions of equal difficulty and importance 
—questions which must necessarily be solved in a compre- 
hensive manner in order to frame an adequateand satisfactory 
plan for the erection of our Palace of Justice—I have thought 
that the subject might be deemed one not devoid of interest, 
or unworthy of your serious attention. At any rate, I think 
you will agree, that before the plan of the building is deter- 
mined upon, one or more royal commissions, or parliamentary 
committees, ought to be appointed, so that the subject may be 
handled in a more comprehensive spirit than can possibly be 
done by the commission —— by the late Lord Chancellor 
—a commission whose professed object and powers are far too 
limited for the purpose. First, of course, must be considered 
the highest courts of appeal in this country, for the Palace of 
Justice will scarcely be complete if the courts of ultimate 
appeal do not hold their sittings there. Now I venture to 
think that very few persons are satisfied with the House of 
Lords as a court of appeal. Itis not merely that the proceed- 
ings are attended with much delay and expense, but the fact 
that the judgments take the form of a debate, in which, oe- 
casionally, political rivalry is introduced, and also that dif- 
ferences of opinion among the members of the court are 
openly stated, certainly form very unsatisfactory elements in 
court of final appeal. In this respect the proceedings of the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council are far more suitable 
to the dignity of a supreme court of appeal. The judgment 
of the whole Court being delivered by one of its members, 
the differences of opinion (if any) are concealed, so that the 
decision, which assumes the form of advice to her Majesty, a 
pears to be the unanimous judgment of the Court. Singularly 
enough, most of the acting members of the Judicial Committee 
are also members of the House of Lords. I venture to think 
that a very satisfactory tribunal might be made by a fusion 
of these two, and there would not-be more work than could 
be easily performed, especially if the sittings of the Court were 
independent of those of the House of Lords for its other 
duties. It must also be conceded that there are not usually 
a sufficient number of members present to constitute a satis- 
factory court of ultimate — for many of the 5 one 
questions brought before it. To remedy this defect, 1 would 
suggest that every common law judge, who had been ten 
years on the bench, should be a member of the High Court of 
Appeal, and that he should be also appointed a privy coun~ 
cillor. The same might apply to every Vice-Chancellor. f 
make the distinction of standing merely in consequence of the 
greater number of common law judges. |The continuance 
of the appointment of retired members of the colonial bench, 
for the purpose of hearing colonial appeals, might also be 
desirable. In reference to appeals from the ecclesiastieal 
courts, I think the practice of procuring the assistance of 
some members of the 1 sip Bench might also be con- 
tinued with advantage. I may, pezhaps, be pardoned in al- 
luding to a matter trifling in itself, but which I think would 
add to the dignity of the court, and that is, that the members 
of the court should not sit in plain clothes, but should 
wear robes, peculiarly distinguishing them as members 
of the Supreme Court of Appeal. Of course, if the formation 
of this court of appeal were carried out, one set of officers 
would suffice for performing the duties of registrar, taxing- 
master, secretary of appeals, &c., and there might possibly be 
agreat saving of expense to the suitor if the matter received 
careful consideration; and the present barbarous custom 
adopted by the Privy Council in Admiralty appeals, of re- 
quiring appellants to accuse the judge of fraud, partiality, 
assumption, and ignorance—a form used, I believe, since the 
time of Henry VIII—might be altered without serious dis- 
advantage. 

Next, in reference to the Court of percep Although 
there have been many great reforms made of late in this 
branch of our courts, if eel sure there is no person who is 
satisfied that we have arrived at anything like perfection in 
the practice of this court, with its vast and increasi 
business. When it is remembered that twenty millions 
of money alone annually pass under the control of this Court, 





therefore, sure of receiving your generous forbearance and in- 


to say nothing of the immense ‘ore which would represent 
the value of the real property dealt with, and that practically 
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these vast interests are dealt with by only four judges, 
namely, the Master of the Rolls, and three Vice-Chancellors 
(for in yeckoning these figures the Lord Chancellor and 
Lords Justices are only Courts of Appeal) one cannot fail to 
wonder how the work is done. ow, again, I venture to 
think, a great change might, with advan be made in this 
court in its judicial staff. In the year 1852, when the great 
reform was made in the court of Lord St. Leonard’s, and 
the old Masters in Chancery were abolished, and chief clerks 
were appointed, it was clearly the intention of the on ry 
ture that the working-out of decrees in chambers should be 
done in the presence of the judge who had pronounced the 
decree. I do not mean to strain the words, but it was never 
contemplated that the chief clerks should be substituted for 
or possess the same power as the old masters. I am sure 
you will pardon my reading to you some portions of the 
Act, because one clause has cousiderable importance in 
reference to the proposed new buildings of the offices of the 
Court of Chancery. The preamble runs as follows:— 
‘* Whereas, proceedings before the Masters in Ordinary of 
the High Court of Chancery are attended with great delay 
and expense, and it is expedient that the business now 
disposed of in the office of such masters should be transacted 
under the more immediate direction and control of the judges 
of the said court.” It is then enacted, ‘that from and after 
the first day of Michaelmas Term, 1852, it shall be lawful 
for the Master of the Rolls and the Vice-Chancellors for the 
time being, and they are hereby required to sit at chambers 
for the dispatch of such part of the business of the said Court 
as can, without detriment to the public advantage arising 
from the discussion of questions in open court, be heard in 
chambers according to the directions hereinafter in that 
behalf specified or referred to, and the times at and during 
which they respectively shall so sit shall be from time to time 
fixed by them respectively.” ‘‘The chamber business of 
the Master of the Rolls and of every Vice-Chancellor, shall 
be carried on in conjunction with his court business, but as 
no rooms are attached to the courts of the Vice-Chancellor, 
in which such chamber business can be transacted, it shall 
be lawful for the Lord Chancellor to cause chambers to be 
provided for every of them respectively for that purpose, 
— courts with proper rooms attached can be provided for 
them.” 





It is therefore contemplated that the Judges’ Chambers | 


be attached to his court, and not placed at the inconvenient 
distance at which they are at present. 
‘*The Master of the Rolls and every of the Vice-Chancel- 


lors respectively, when sitting in chambers shall have the | 
same power and jurisdiction in respect of the business to be | 


brought before them, as if they were respectively sitting in 
open court. The orders made by the Master of the Rolls 
and Vice-Chancellors respectively, when sitting in chambers, 
shall ordinarily be drawn up there by their respective clerks, 
to be appointed as hereinafter mentioned, but with power to 
each of such judge to direct any of such orders to be drawn 
up by the registrar of the said court in like manner as orders 


made by a judge of the said court in open court are drawn | 


up, for which purpose the registrars of the said court shall, 
when required, attend the Master of the Rolls and the Vice- 
Chancellors respectively when sitting at chambers in such 
order and manner as shall be found most convenient for 
furthering the business of the said court, and as the Lord 
Chancellor, with the concurrence of the Master of the Rolls 
and Vice-Chancellors, or any two of them, shall from time 
to time by any general order direct. All orders of the 
Master of the Rolls, or of any Vice-Chancellor, made by him 
at chambers, shall have the force and effect of orders of the 
Court of Chancery, and such orders may be signed and en- 
rolled in such manner.” 

Now, I ask whether the intention of this Act has been 
carried out, or, indeed, attempted to be carried out? It is 
notorious that the work of the judges has so much increased 
that they have no time to sit in chambers, and practically, 
they now only sit there for about half an hour a week, ik 
becomes, therefore, aserious question to be considered, whether 
the excellent reform contemplated by this Act should be 
permitted to remain a dead letter or not. Lord Brougham, 
who formed one of the Committee of the House of Lords 
on the Masters’ Jurisdiction in Equity Bill, in 1851, and 
was examined as a witness, urged this strongly. His lord- 
ship then said—and I am induced to read the whole para- 
graph, for I am sure you will agree with every word of it— 
“*T have stated that the evidence already taken confirms 
strongly my opinion as to one of the two great causes of 





delay and expenses in chancery, so generally and so justly 
complained of: the judges not working out their decrees, 
My opinion is as clear (with the whole of the evidence) that 
the other cause is the perfectly faulty mode of remunerating 
professional men, solicitors especially, but I do not except 
counsel. This opinion is the result of my professional ex. 
perience and observation, and it is not confined to proceed. 
ings in equity. The subject is one of ~~ difficulty, but it 
is of yet greater importance, and I feel assured that what- 
ever other changes are effected to improve our system, 
whether of equity or common law, a large proportion of the 
evil will remain unless this difficulty shall be grappled with 
and overcome.” Ido not wish to wander from my subject, 
but I cannot help here observing that so far from the latter 
— excellent suggestion of the venerable peer being car- 
ried out, the very reverse has been adopted. But to return 
to my subject. It seems to me that the plan which has been 
long ago suggested of doubling the number of Vice-Chan- 
cellors without increasing the number of the courts is the 
only one which will meet the requirements of the business, 
By this plan we should have two judges to each court, and 
while one judge sat in court the other could set at cham- 
bers, and each would superintend the working out his own 
decrees, A very scot notion seems to prevail amongst 
some persons, that it would be infra. dig. for the judges to 
work out their own decrees. Now, I submit that frequently 
the real contest in the suit takes place in chambers. e 
an ordinary administration suit. The decree is a matter of 
course ; but what important questions are raised upon the 
accounts. Why should these be discussed twice over—once 
before the chief clerk, and again on appeal from him in open 
court before the Vice-Chancellor. In carrying out this in- 
crease of judges, I do not think any increase in the number 
of the chief clerks would be necessary. Now this, of course, 
would entail a good deal of expense upon the country. To meet 
this I would suggest the abolition of the offices of Lord 
Justice of A and Examiner; and I would provide 
that two of the Vice-Chancellors should sit with the Lord 
Chancellor to hear appeals, it being most objectionable that 
the Lord Chancellor should sit alone as a court of appeal 
from a Vice-Chancellor, especially as it has happened so fre- 
quently* within the last fifteen years that the Lord Chan- 
cellor has been almost wholly unacquainted with equity 
principles and practice at the time of his elevation to the 
woolsack. In reference to the duties of the examiners, 
surely, if the number of the Vice-Chancellors were increased, 
they would themselves be able to hear the evidence of wit- 
nesses vivd voce, and I trust that in each of the new equity 
courts, the jury box and witness box will form part of the 
fixed furniture. There is another office of the Court of 
Chancery which, not without much diffidence, I venture to 
think might be fused with that of chief clerk, namely—that 
of taxing master. I am also by no means clear that a large 
portion of the work now done Bene registrars might not, 
with advantage, be done by the chief clerks, or, at all events, 
under their immediate control. This has been suggested to 
me by the satisfactory working in the Chancery of Lancashire, 
in which court the registrar performs the duties of all three 
offices. Just consider what frequently pu pra taxing- 
master has a bill put before him of an old chancery suit, 
which has been dragging along its weary way for, say five or 
six years. Do you think he would be as competent to deal 
with the charges in that bill, probably never having heard 
of the suit before, as the chief clerk before whom the bulk of 
the work had been done? At present, of necessity, reference 
has frequently to be made by the hones, ced to the 
chief clerk as to the length of time occupied over meetings, 
and the amounts which ought to be allowed. 1 cannot 
help thinking that if the solicitors were allowed to draw 
up many of the orders themselves, much delay would he 
saved, and a considerable reduction might be made in the 
number of the registrars. In one thing I feel sure that you 
will agree with me, that before provision is made in the 
Palace of Justice for the accommodation of the Courts and 





* At most TugEs times inthis century, viz., Lord Brougham, Lord 
Chelmsford, and Lord Campbell; but the last named had had long 
experience on Equity appeals in the House of Lords, and Lord Chelms- 
fo: enjoyed, at one time, a considerable practice in equity. 
Of the four other common law judges who H&ve been elevated to 
the woolsack within the time specified, Lord Eldon and the present 
Lord Chancellor had been prin pally equity counsel, Lord Lyndhurst 
had been Master of the Rolls, and Lord Truro had had a leading 
nse on the equity side of xr my of er The other 
three chancellors e century, I tenharm, | St. Leonarda, 
ons Lars Westbury, were all equity barristers, pure and simple,— 
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officers of the Court of Chancery, the working of the present 
system ought to be most carefully considered in all its 
branches. 

As to the Courts of Common Law: surely the time has 
come when the few remaining distinctions between the 
several courts should be removed, the titles of the Queen’s 
Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer, be abolished, and 
one court established, to be styled ‘‘ The Court of Common 
Law.” In order to make the most of the judicial staff I 
would t that a new Chief Justice should be appointed, 
and instead of there being three courts of five judges in each, 
that there should be four of four judges each. is arrange- 
ment would greatly facilitate the ispatch of business in 
banco, and would liberate two vacation judges, so that the 
present practice of compelling the — judge to sit at 
chambers during the vacation, after he has had the labour 
of going circuit, might be avoided. Another great advantage 
of this would be that only one set of offices would be re- 
quired, thus tending to economise the labour and diminish 
expense. There is a branch also of the common law juris- 
diction which is very unsatisfactory to all concerned in its 

resent working, and that is the work in the Judges’ 

hambers. It eats to me that it would be much more 
satisfactory for all summonses, not attended by counsel, to 
be heard before one of the masters, and all summonses 
attended by counsel to be heard in court before one of the 
judges, like motions in the Court of Chancery ; with this 
difference, that a list of such summonses should be made 
and published the night before the hearing, and that they 
should be taken in order. If the distinction between the 
courts were removed it is probable that one judge could do 
all the work done by three judges in chambers, and the 
—_ decorum with which the proceedings would be con- 
ucted if heard in the manner I have suggested, would much 
lighten the labour of the judges upon whom the duty 
devolved. In ting the addition of only one instead 
of three judges I have not overlooked the circuit business, 
because I do not believe that the creation of a new circuit 
is necessary or desirable ; but, nevertheless, the circuits re- 
quire further re-arranging. If Durham and Newcastle were 
taken off the Northern Circuit and added to the Midland, 
and the Norfolk Circuit were enlarged by some assize towns 
being taken from the Midland, T think the assize work 
might be efficiently done. Iam not sufficiently acquainted 
with the work on the Midland Circuit to suggest which 
towns might be thus dealt with, but as Birmingham is to be 
made an assize town, the subject ought to be carefully con- 
sidered by a Royal commission, in which the interests of the 
Bench, the Bar, the attorneys, and the public should be 
fairly represented. Although I have mentioned both branches 
of the profession and the public, I think that their interests 
are identical, for whatever will facilitate the dispatch of 
business is as much for the interest of one as the other. 
The interests of the Bar, as adverse to the public, are of 
such a nature that they may be easily overcome. The Bar 
justly complain: first, that assizes are held during the 
sittings at Guildhall—this will be avoided if Mr. Russell’s 
plan for altering the legal year is adopted; and, secondly, 
that any re-arrangement of a circuit, of necessity, interferos 
with the connections formed by its members in towns they 
have been in the habit of frequenting. I believe this latter 
difficulty has been overcome by the members of the old 
Northern Circuit being permitted to attend York, New- 
castle, Durham, and Leeds, whether they go the remainder of 
the circuit with the Northern or Midland Circuits, and the 
same plan might be adopted if the Midland Circuit were 
altered. One word in reference to the interests of the Bench. 
It has been said that the Norfolk Circuit is maintained in its 
resent very limited state for the benefit of the heads of the 
ommon Law Bench. It is certainly a matter for observa- 
tion that the business of the great northern circuit, which 
formerly included Yorkshire as well as Lancashire, should 
only once in the space of several years have been presided 
over by one of the chief justices. But we —— the oppo- 
site unenviable advantage of being the school, or training 
und of the junior judges, and as the junior judge presides 
ae in the civil court, it has frequently happened that some 
of the first causes tried by a judge just raised to the bench, 
are the heavy and important mercantile causes which arise 
in this great seaport. If a Royal commission were issued, 
it would be desirable for it to consider whether some of the 
civil business of the Home Circuit might not with advantage 
be heard in London, instead of at Kingston and Croydon, 
which, although very near the metropolis, are far enough to 


+ trouble and expense alike on all who have 
to do with the business of assize trials, be they barristers, 
attorneys, suitors, witnesses, or jurymen. There, can, how- 
ever, be no satisfactory arrangement for the dispatch of the 
assize business of the country. now so greatly increased, 
which will meet the requirements of the community, unless 
the valuable plan of re-arranging the legal year, as suggested 
by Mr. J. A. Russell of this circuit, be adopted, and three 
terms, with sittings after term, and a circuit after each, be 
established. It also appears to me that it would be desirable 
that there should be a distinction between the masters of 
the court and the taxing masters. Instead of the present 
system, I would propose to have the duties of taxing master 
performed by a separate class, who should be selected from 
the body of attorneys, whilst the masters of the court should 
be selected from the bar. The object of this must be evident. 
The bar are not qualified by their training to tax attorney's 
bills of costs, while an attorney is. This would re-open to 
our branch of the profession some appointments which pre 
perly belong to it, and which the present mixed duties of 
office have rendered it not so unjust to confer upon men” 
of the bar. ts 

In reference to the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralt“ed 
which are usually, even in the present day, « r¥ Te- 
together, I would venture, in conclusion, to off*20wn 
marks. By thestatute 20 & 21 Vict. c.85, comr“#8¢ the 
as the Divorce Act, s. 65, it is provided: ped Judge- 
Judge of the Court of Probate shall be a~!#l Causes, 
Ordinary of the Court of Divorce and Ma@2um ; but 
the salary of such judge shall be £5,000-H¢ Admiralty 
such judge, if afterwards appointed Jud Salary-” This 
Court, shall not be entitled to any incr the vestion of 
is avery vague clause, and leaves: iraty, when 
whether the office of Judge of the Cod venture suggest 
vacant, shall be filled up. Now, Led up, but th Judge 
that the appointment should not [ould also be ®Pyinted 
of the Court of Probate and Divorand 1 would proWe for 
Judge of the Court of Admiraltyhe court in the folwing 
the transaction of the businessach of the present drict 
manner ey attach tte a jurisdicton a Phate 
registries of the Court of P, istry is.D.@ Marne 
and divorce suits, and whe x are putt in this y : 
port, an admiralty jurisdic” £ Probate forthe districo¢ 
if the Regiitrar of the C+" © rnpetent > grant prole 
jcorehoy — is the cats 18 © to in aah 2 , 
of a wi ling with Yokes thin 1€ ct, Wi 
where the rover. 3 died eaniciled wit press and act as® 
should he ns have jaca ai relatg to disputes» 
Registrar inrefereuce to proc aoe ati in this district 
connection vith wills and admt as to tl capacity of a tes 
and why shald not the question f the anty in which te: 
tator, &c., be tried before a jury Of DN Soe 'may apply t 
tator lived. I venture to thin rt mustOW, unfortunatel; 
divorce cases. The Divorce Cou vil nd there seems ¢ 
be looked upon as a necessary © sesh 

reason why the e theparties should be 

I would suggest that tithe district regist 
liberty to commence their suits a criminal ju 
aud that they should be tried before ith liberty to hi 
the assizes, after the criminal busin W? tions as to 0 
a special jury summoned, and that oY. od before 
trials, revision of settlement, &o ° a ‘imiralty Court, 
Judge-Ordinary. In reference to he sstrar, except! 
same use might be made of the distict et might a 
it should be limited to maritime rts, poche to think 
an abuse of the process of the cour- Ra the Admi 
a great many cases which now Cm secided nearer h 
Court, might, with a_i be aght not to requit 
Some claims of towage and sa vage t realty and clair 
expensive process of the Court of $m t expeume upon 
sailor's wages, if contested, en‘ ir 45 hans d before t 
owners. All these might ~Y of the district, or some 


rt judge : ¢ 
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ought to be heard before a judge at nisi prius, assisted by a 
special jury of merchants, as there is no reason Why 
they should be heard before a judge in London, assisted by 
Trinity Masters—a tribunal very suitable for the trial of 
questions of collision, and large claims for salvage, bat not 
for trials of this nature. One branch of Admiralty proceed- 
ings seems very absurdly to be conducted in London ; that 
is, the reference of the questions of dataage in collision 
causes, and causes of damage to cargo, and of the figures in 
dispute in suits between co-owners. These, which are really 
questions for a jury of merchants, can be dealt with better 
here than in London, and it is conceived might be very well 
heard before a district registrar, assisted by a jury of three 
or five merchants. I feel confident that you will agree with 
me that this branch of our tribunals requires careful con- 
sideration, and that some local tribunals, with a power of 
attachment, should be constituted. There is another juris- 
dietion at present performed by the venerable Judge of the 
Sourt of Admiralty, which must command the attention of 
‘e new Parliament, and that is, the Ecclesiastical Court, or 
rt of Arches, for which he receives the magnificent 
iid of £25 a-year. I feel great difficulty in dealing with 
sisys a branch of law reform, but, relying on your con- 
apPn, J would suggest that there shoul be one court 
dictit like the Court of Probate, and all country juris- 
save €. contested questions should be abolished. To 
registra. | would vest the registrarships in the district 
exceediD&e Court of Probate. In order to prevent the 
and otheriy expense which is entailed upon bishops 
clergymen, . institute proceedings against delinquent 
up the qv@stn morals or doctrine—while I would ome 

to five clersymiyry of a preliminary commission grante 
of wnyy 3 beyould suggest, if they report in favour 
be taken” hand gtituted, that the proceedings should 
the fut*®, In mye Queen’s Proctor, who should for 
sala ;nd I think thble judgment, be placed upon a 
the deMdant in costs, yt’ should in all cases condemn 
eonclion, I trust that ye it finds him to be in fault. In 
addrIMg you upon go ‘jyyill on my presumption in 
impect a maaner, but pee geet A in so curt and 
in ‘king tha, besides erdhat you will agree with me 
vert buildingfor the Palace @ ® magnificent and con- 
dy of the natig to consid “e “Tustice, it is the bounden 
ix the sufficieny ang effici Seri Jy and inquire carefully 
2 to reform thm Ww aoe % our present tribunals, 
: ace of Justice lay not b ma necessary, © that the 
‘Catiful and perf jn aah whrea sepulchre, hut whilst 
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oclety was held on ‘edn “d. eting of the Arti:led Clerks’ 
-Ing’s College, Sir Fit, rk Y evening in the Great Hall, 
T discussion was— << ‘Oy elly in the chair, The subject 
f murder should not 1 a prisoner arraigned on a charge 
ence,” convicted on circumstantial eyi- 
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Sir. Fan business lving been disposed of, 

» appeared: as a 1 88 tis was the first occasion on which 
a d, with he oe vice-president) of the society, he 
em on the objec i Mssin, address a few observations to 
ey proposed ‘ atte _ the ociety, and the means by which 
at society belon ¥ tian. The young men composing 
werful and in Pt ; - ‘ profession which was the most 
dl indinenes cree th, ia! In ociety, They exercised a power 
a. ae pcs destines of the country which no other 
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ak verticled ina Saticion down to the clerk who was last 
the profession was evaiolel :~w oe ae Ke 
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iout him nothing could be ven vag Bing ton on 
profession that the justice, the legality, and the i . 
ity of those transactions de ended ; and it was a high 
onsibility. And how were they to qualify themselves for 
nt esponsibility ¢ By cultivating legal and general 
' mong the a men who entered this profession, 
oung man should consider his education complete until 


it no man could hope to rise higher in his profession thay 
the grade of a solicitor, and when a man’s work is done, 
when his profession] career is run, the enjoyment of the 
classics, in his hours of repose, is one of the greatest rewards 
of an active life. He would also recommend them earnestly 
to study the modern languages, since every day the advan- 
tage of a knowledge of these was apparent in the course of a 
solicitor’s business. To complete their education, they 
ought to be Boe accountants and good English scholars, 
With these educational acquisitions they would not only 
acquit themselves of their professional duties to all parties, 
but they would be able besides, in other positions of 
life, to do their duty to all whom they owed a duty. In 
eonclusion, Sir Fitzroy Kelly held out to his hearers the 
example of Lord Truro, better known as Mr, Serjeant 
Wilde, who from an entrance into the profession as 
a clerk to a solicitor passed through all the grades of the 
law until he became Lord High Chancellor of England. 
The hon. and learned gentleman resumed his seat amid 
loud cheers. 

The members of the society then proceeded to discuss the 
question stated above, respecting the conclusiveness of cir- 
cumstantial evidence in cases of murder. The speakers in 
support of the motion, negativing the validity of such evi- 
dence, were Mr. Henry Edwin May, Mr. Edmund Davis, and 
Mr. Henry A. Colyer; on the other side of the eae the 
speakers were Mr. P. E. Drummond, Mr. Wm. Jas, Fraser, 
and Mr. Benn Davis. 

The proceedings were brought to a close by a vote of 
thanks to Sir Fitzroy Kelly, which was briefly acknowledged, 
and to the authorities of King’s College, who had granted the 
use of their hall for the occasion. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting held at the Law Institution, on the 7th 
instant, the following question was discussed: ‘‘Is the policy 
of the President of the United States conducive to the 
welfare of his country?” 

The question was opened in the affirmative by Mr. 
Octavius L. Hills, and was ultimately decided in the affirma- 
tive by a large majority. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


GENERAL EXAMINATION OF STUDENTS OF THE 
INNS OF COURT. 
Michaelmas Term, 1865. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to— 

Hueu Houimes, Esq., M. T., a studentship. 

CHARLES RoyLE, ., L. L, an exhibition. 

Linpsry M, AspLtanp, Esq., M. T.; Robert Swan, 
Esq., M. T.; and Hersert Newman Mozxey, Esq, L, L, 
certificates of honour. 

The following gentlemen have passed the examination :— 
Lincoln’s-inn.— Edward Brodie Cooper, Esq.; Henry 
Francis Purcell, Esq.; George Curtis Price, Esq.; David 
Francis Aherne, Esq. 

Inner Temple.—William Wheeler Smith, Esq. ; Louis 
Diston Powles, Esq.; Joseph Devey, Esq.; James Thomson 


Erskine Rogan, Esq. 
Middle emple.—Thomas Charles Jarvis, Esq.; William 
Jardine, Esq; Denis M. O’Conor, Esy.; John Lascelles, Esq. ; 


Wooms Chunder Bonnerjee, Esq.; Gerald Dyson Branson 
Esq.; Patrick D. Shaw, Esq.; Charles came Orme, Esq.; 
Patrick Keon, Esq. 

Gray’s-inn.— William Morris, Esq. 


LAW LECTURES AT oe INCORPORATED LAW 
IETY. 


8 


Mr. R. Horton Smiru, on Conveyanci 
November 13. yancing, Monday, 


Mr. Epenzzer Cuar.zs, on Equity, Friday, Nov. 17. 





COURT PAPERS. 


Lincoln’s-inn, Nov. 7, 1865. 
es a conan: will hear all appefls ment han in the 
rin ist for Michaelmas Term from Vice-C 
Besaet and Vice-Chancellor Wocd. a prageen smb 





id acquired a fair knowledge of Latin, because without 


The Lords Justices wil] hear all appeals from the M 
of the Rolls and Vice-Chancellor Rindorvles. he 47 
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Davies v. Shepherd, from Vice-Chancellor Wood, will be 


heard by the full court. 
Joimey v. Stocker (not in the Frinted list) will also be 
heard by the full court. ECIL Monro, Registrar. 


COMMON PLEAS. 

APPEALS FROM REVISING BARRISTERS. 
Monday........ ...+.++4Nov. 20 | Wednesday............ Nov, 22 
Tuesday............6000. ‘i 
On which days the Court will hear the same in the order in 
which they are entered. 


EXCHEQUER CHAMBER. 
SrirTines In Error. 
The following days have been appointed for the argument 
of Errors and Appeals :— 








QUEEN’s BENCH. 


Monday ........000000 Nov. 27 | Tuesday ............... Nov. 28 
Common PuEas. 
Wednesday ... ........... Nov. 29. 
EXcHEQUER. 
Thursday..........00... Nov. 30 | Friday ...............4. Dee. 1 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, November 9, 1865. 
(From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 per Cent, Consols, 894 Annuities, April, 85, — 
Ditto for Account, Oct, 10—88 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 — 
3 per Cent Reduced, 87§ Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. 4 dis 


New 3 per Cent., 87§ Ditto, £500, Do, 6 dis 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. ’94 — Ditto, £100 & £200, Do. dis 
Do. 2 per Cent., Jan. 94 — Bank of England Stock, 54 per 


Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. 73 — Ct. (last half-year) 249 
Annuities, Jan. 80 — Ditto for Account, — 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stock, 10} p Ct. Apr.’74 216 | Ind. Enf. Pr., 4 p C., Jan. 72, ~ 





Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79, — 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’70, 105 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, ’64 — 

Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. ’88 963 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. °66, — 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds,4 per Ct.,£1000, — pm. 


Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4perCent.— | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, — pm. 
BAILWAY STOCK. 



















Shares. Railways. Paid. | Closing Prices. 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ........ eaVedehwancabeescevees 100 93 
Stock | Caledoni seeeee 100 128 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ...,.. maneewe 100 Ji1 
Stock | Great Eastern ry Stock ............ | 100 | 47 
Stock} Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ......... | 100 8 
Stock | Great Northern ..... soeeseesesesenonsseneeas seee| 100 1295 
Stock Do., A Stock* 100 149 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland) 100 92 
Stock | Great Western— Original ..........06..:s0000+ 100 63 
Stock} Do., West Midland—Oxford... ........... 100 43 
Stock D0., €O.—N@WPOTt c.cseccsesceseessseeeeesere 100 39 
Stock Do., do.—Hereford ..........+. 106 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire .., 1224 
Stock | London and Blackwall .............:+s0+0+ ao 90 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 105 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover. ..| 100 38 
Stock | London and North-Western... 125 
Stock | London and South-Western 97 

58 


Stock Manchenser, Sheffield, and Linco! 



































Stock | Metrop 137 

10 Do., New..... £4:10 3 
Stock | Midland 100 1254 
Stock | Do., Birmingham and Derby ............ 100 97 
Stock | North British .........,..scccssssesseeeeseseeeees 100 62 
Stock | North London ; 121 

10 -» 1864 6} pm 
Stock | North Staffordshire..... 75 
Stock | Scottish Central 152 
Stock | South Devon ..........00. 59 
Stock | South-Eastern .....csecccsecessseeseseeeeseeeseees 793 
Stock | Taff Vale. 151 

10 Do., 4pm 
Stock | Vale of Neath .......... bdsm cubeoss ee | 1 ms 

| 2 


Stock | West Cornwall ......ccsesececsreeerereceterene 





* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





Money Market anv City INTELLIGENCE. 

When the Californian and Australian mines were first dis- 
cores, ms ver heat authorities - forecasted that — ey 
a glut oj ughout the world, an t the price 
every comamostity would rise, just as oA a, tier the 





discovery of America in the fifteenth century, and the rich mines 
in the southern portion of that continent, the price of a cow or a 
horse rose in England from a few shillings to as many pounds. 
We need hardly add that these speculations have been falsified. 
Owing to the great increase of our own trade, consequent upon 
the abolition of protective duties, and also in consequence of the 
progressive increase of the general trade of the world, it may 
now be safely considered that any purchase of land made with a 
view to profit by the long expected rise of general prices, would 
be altogether unwarranted by existing facts. This consideration 
shows that a certain motion, which has undoubtedly tended, for 
many years past, to raise the price of land, will soon cease to 
exist in any degree whatever. The price of land, therefore, may 
be expected to fall progressively and permanently, and capital 
to be proportionately attracted towards the now flourishing pros- 
pects of trade. The rate of interest is thus likely to keep at a 
somewhat high average for a considerable time to come. 

The cause most immediately influencing the money market 
is the revival of the American trade. The extent to which the 
restoration of e has increased on commerce with America is 
almost incredible. The official returns show that our exports 
have advanced from £14,158,648 in August, to £17,316,681 in 
September, giving an increase of more than 22 per cent., of 
which nearly one- arises from the increased demand for the 
United States. The returns for the next few months will, 
doubtless, show a essive increase ; because the effect of the 
large orders from America is not yet experienced. The conse- 
quence of this vast extension of trade is an internal drain of 

from the Bank for the purposes of the home circulation. 
onsequently, although £154, in foreign gold was taken to 
the Bank during the week, to which the last returns relate, 
nearly an equal amount was withdrawn for — 
Although the Bank rate of interest is still maintained at 7 per 
cent., yet this high rate is unable to bring back the gold taken 
from the Bank for the uses of the manufacturing districts. 

This fact, together with the unfavourable returns of the Bank 
of France (where, indeed, gold is now two-tenths dearer than 
here, notwithstanding that supposed spiteful statute, the Bank 
Act of 1844), and the rise of the rate of discount in Holland 
(£500,000), show that the Bank rate of 7 per cent. is likely to be 
upheld for some time. 

Transactions are carried on in the discount market to a fair 
extent, the rate for good bills remaining firm at 63 to 7 per cent. 
Short loans can be had on Government securities at 6 per cent. 
The stock and share markets have been rather quiet ; and the 
joint-stock banks are offering advanced rates for deposits, doubt- 

less, because they can invest them to advantage with a 7 per 

eent. rate of discount. Foreign stocks have been firm, ond have 
latterly varied but little. On the whole trade is sound, notwith- 
standing the prevalent high rate of discount. 





PROSPECTUSES AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION.—There is no 
question connected with joint-stock enterprise which, as a 
general rule, promoters and directors of new projects seem so 
nervous in oe or so unwilling to promulgate, as the 
preliminary expenses of establishing them, and the remuneration 
to be received, In really legitimate and honest undertaki 
the sound judgment and foresight of projectors ought not to 
grudgingly paid for, nor should the preliminary expenses of in- 
troducing them to the public be too microscopically scrutinized. 
The payment, however, of both ought to be made in some degree 
to depend upon the undertaking proving commercially s 
and it should be distributed over a Series of years when the 
amounts are unusually heavy. Rumours are afloat of an abun- 
dines af now sohomen 40 ts teonchied shee the tip aaa ar 
opportune, but we feel sure that the public have had more 
enough of the schemes of mere professional promoters, and that 
none which do not honestly set forth a full and true statement of 
the pecuniary obligations to which the funds will be liable, can 
in future have a chance of succes. Should our anticipations in 
this respect prove correct, the result may in a t measure be 
attributed to the judicious course pono by Committee of 
the Stock Exchange in ing to recognise new companies, if 
the statements in the prospectus do not correspond with those of 
the articles and memorandum of association. A step in the 
right direction has just been taken by a company now before the 
public, which in its prospectus earnestly invites “ intending 
shareholders to apply for a copy of the articles of association, 
giving at the same time, in very few words, the substance of 
certain just and wise provisions contained in them, and the pur- 
port of which it has been deemed advisible to specially point out 
to such intending shareholders. We have always urged that re- 
spectable companies would do well to publish their articles of 
association in conjunction with their prospectus; and if they 
hesitate to incur the expense of advertising them iv extenso, they 
Metropolites ad the Pm 1 so judiciously hy them by the 

itan Railwa arehousing Company, by publishing an 
epitome of such articles as they ma have edvptal in addition t0 
the parliamentary articles in Table B of the Companies Act, 
$82) w ny alludes 


1862, which presume, what 
to as “the al formal Slaaee none Market Revie 
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Miss LoncwortH AGAin.—The Yelverton marriage case is 


likely to come before the public again on the meeting of. Par-. 


pecs gee, ey to the House of Lords having been duly 
lodged on of Miss Longworth, against the late judgment 
of the majority of the Court of Session. 


Litieious CHARACTERS— IMPORTANT TO SHERIFFS.— An 
action was brought at the last quarter sessions of Waterford 
against Mr. Penrose, the sub-sheriff of the city of Waterford, in 
which, though the sum sought was trifling, the question for 
decision is of much importance. There are two famous litigants 
in Waterford, named Epon and Mills, each a hero of a hundred 
legal battles. They became jealous of each others’ fame, but 
instead of A.’s going and kicking B.’s basket at his door to incite 
him to fight, A. purchased, at some personal inconvenience, a 
hut adjoining one Scions to B., and the dividing wall became 
the bone of contention. Each claimed it and the door in it as 
his property. The walls of Troy fell after a ten years’ warfare, 
but the property in this wall took eleven records of the superior 
courts to settle, and the result was, that the different findings 
never settled the question. Ryan was first to reduce himself to 
moderate means, i unable to go to the superior courts any 
longer, they came down to that less pretensious arena, the 
theatre of a quarter sessions. Ryan sued Mills, and Mills sued 
Ryan at the summer sessions. After patient hearings, Ryan got 
a decree for a penny, and Mills for a few pence more. Ryan took 
out his decree, which, with costs, made the handsome sum of 
£1 2s. 6d. That sum the sheriff levied under the decree. Before, 
however, the sheriff had time to hand over the money to Ryan 
or his client, Mills placed his decree in his (the sherift’s) hands, 
serving him at the same time with a notice to impound Ryan’s 
money, and not to pay it over to him. Ryan demanded that the 
sheritf should pay to him what money he had got under his 
decree, and then execute Mills’ decree in the ordinary way. The 
sheriff, finding that he could not easily realize the amount of 
Mills’ decree against Ryan, and anxious to have a ruling on the 
rg impounded the money. Ryan then brought his action. 

r. Strange, who appeared for = contended that money 
could not be seized under a civil bill decree, and, consequently, 
could not be impounded. Besides that, if it were permitted to 
the sheriff to impound, parties who had equitable pe on the 
proceeds of the judgment, as an —_ s lien for his bill of 
costs, might be barred. Mr. Penrose said his only object was to 
have the opinion of the Court for his guidance, as a more serious 
case might arise. The point would involve a considerable risk 
when both decrees were for large sums. His worship said it was 
a question of such moment that he would consider it, and give 
pa mee next sessions.—Clonmel Chronicle. 


Time BARGAINS IN A NEW POINT OF VIEW.—A short 
time ago Mr. Justice Anstey, in dismissing a suit at Bom- 
pe Mas one Hindoo against another for damages for the non- 
fulfilment of a time-bargain, on the ground that it was a wager- 
ing contract, said that to the universal mania for speculation 
there were two solitary exceptions—the Israelitish and the 
Mussulman communities. ‘I know not for what reason it is, 
but I trust it is that they have some better regard for their re- 
ligion than Christians, Parsees, and Hindoos of every class 
appear to have for theirs. With very rare instances to the 
contrary indeed, you do not find an Israelite or a Mussulman en- 
gaged in these transactions. I say it to their credit, and I say 
it to the discredit of every other class of the community.” 


Tue Hon. Ricnuarp BeTHEeLL.—We understand that in- 
formations have been —— by the Attorney-General for the 
prosecution of the Hon. ‘chard. Bethell and the other parties 
connected with the traffic in the attempted sale of public offices. 
It is not, however, believed that the evidence is such as will 
ensure conviction.— Record. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Oct. 27.—By Mr. Francis Vierrs. 

Freehold plot of building land, containing la Ir 10p, situate in the 
Canterbury-road, Brixton—Sold for £1,920. 

Nov. 6.—By Mr, Garpinen. 

Leasehold house, being No. 9, Newman-street, Oxford-street; let at 
£150 Pg annum; term, 3i years from 1857, at £100 per annum— 
Sold for £4:0. 

Nov. 7.—By Messrs. Exrx1s & Son. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 13, Dawson-place, Bayswater; term, 
79 years unexpired, at £20 per annum—Sold for £2,450. 

Leasehold residence, known as the Swiss Cottage, Herne-hill, Surrey; 
term, 14 years from 1862, at £105 per annum—Sold for £200. 

By Messrs. Dam et Cronin & Sons. 
Lease, &c., of the Stapleton-hill Tavern, Stroud-green, Hornsey—Sold 


for £2,000. 
By Messrs. Driver & Co. 


Freehold estate, known as The Lodge, in the parish of Evesham, 
brane comprising residence and 17a Or 27p of land—Sold for 


Freehold estate, known ss Twyford Form, with residence homes 
co! 0 land, uate as ve—BSo! 
for £16,100. : . 


Freehold, 20a 3r 36p of land, situate as above—Sold for £2,720, 
Nov. 8.—By Messrs. M‘Laren, Son, & Roure. 

Leasehold wine and spirit establishment, known as The Royal Mortar, 
Woolwich—Sold for £2,400. 

By Messrs.C & H. Ware. 

Leasehold house with shup, being No. 2, Rutland-terrace, Larkhall- 
lane, Stockwell, let at £35 per annum ; term, 99 years from 1863, at 
£5 per annum—sold for £350, 

Leasehold residence, being No. 19, White Hart-street, Lower Kenning. 
ton-lane, Lambeth ; let at £30 per annum, term 99 years from 1832, 
at £2 per annum; also a policy of insurance on the lives of H.R. H. 
the Duke of Cambridge, H. the Queen, H. R. H. the Duchess of 
Mecklenburgh Strelitz, and payable on the decease of the survivor 
of them, effected in the Provident Uffice for £250—Sold for £250. 

By Mr. JoserH SALTER. 

Freehold residence, being No. 9, Kirby-street, Hatton-garden ; let at 
£35 per annum—Sold for £880, 

Leasehold house and shop, being No. 126, Kentish Town-road ; let at 
£50 - Aaa term 20 years unexpired at £6 per annum—Sold 
for £410. 

Leasehold house and shop, being No. 130, Kentish Town road; let at 
bad per annum; term similar to above at £4 per annum—Sold for 

3! 


Leasehold house, being No. 32, Grey-street, Blackfriars-road ; let at 
adh ed annum ; term 90 years from 1865 at £4 per annum—Sold 
for 245, 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 


STEPHENSON—On Nov. 5, at Belgrave-road, the wife of A. K. 
Stephenson, a en a a@ son. 


BURNETT—On Nov. 6, at Brighton, the wife of F. W. Burnett, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a son, 
MARRIAGES. 


GARRICK—BRIGGS—On Nov. 2, at Bishopwearmouth, J. Garrick, 
Esq., seenenee, Cumberland, Solicitor, to Catherine E., daughter of 
W. Briggs, Esq., Hylton, Durham. 

MAY—FRASER—On Nov. 4, at St. Marks, Surbiton, J. H.S. May, 
> ) mouth, to Mary V., daughter of W. Fraser, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law. 


DEATHS. 
BURKE-—On a 2, Anna Rose, daughter of J. S. Burke, Esq., 


Q.¢., . 
a BLA oo Nov. 3, at Brighton, Mr. Commissioner Fon- 
lanque, 3 

MONRO—On Nov. 4, at Brighton, Charles Monro, Esq., formerly of 
the Inner Temple, aged 78. 

SHAWE—On Nov. 6, at Chepstow-place, W., M. A. G. Shawe, Esq , 
Bengal Civil Service, late Judge of Sylhet. 

SMYLY—On Oct, 26, at Carlton-house-terrace, Eliza J., wife of J. G, 
Smyly, Esq., Q.C., Dublin. 





UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months: — 

Freeman, Ann Dzanz, Woodsome, near Huddersfield, Widow. 
£209 19s. 10d. New Three per Cent, Annuities—Claimed by said 

A. D, Freeman. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


UM inding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Farpay, Nov. 3, 1865, 
Liuitgp In CHANCERY. 

London Armoury Company (Limited).— Petition for winding ae pre- 
sented Nov 2, to be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Nov I], 
Watson, Cannon-st, Solicitor for the petitioners. 

Chesterfield and Midland Silkstone Colliery yo god (Limited).— 
Creditors are required, on or before Dec |, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. 
Arthur Cooper, 13 George-st, Mansion House. Friday, Dec 15 at 12 
ee for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 
claims. 








Toxrspay, Nov. 7, 1865. 

Bychton Coa), Cannel, and Iron Company, Mostyn (Limited).—Peti- 
tion for winding-up, presented Oct 31, directed to be heard before 
Vice-Chancellor Wood on Nov 18. Whitehouse, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
agent for Harrison, Holywell, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Norfolk Farmer’s Cattle Insurance Society.—Petition for winding-up, 
pr ted Nov 2, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Kin- 
dersley on Friday, Nov 24. Trail, Hare-ct, Temple, agent for 
Cockle, Deptford, solicitor for the petitioner. 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 


Tugspay, Nov. 7, 1865. 
Benevolent Brothers Society, Davies-st, Oxford-st. Oct 30, 


Crevitors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, Nov. 3, 1865. 
Barber, Richd Oliver, Kensington-gardens-square, Bayswater, Tin 
Plate Manufacturer. Nov 28. Inre Barber, V. @ Kindersley. 
Fellowes, Ralph Thos, Hounslow, Licensed Victualler. Nov 30. 
In re Fellowes, V. C. Kindersley. 
Togspay, Nov. 7, 1865, 


Aitken, David, Ball’s- Islington, Gent, Dec 11, Whilman v 
Aitken, V. 6, a 
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Clark, Benj, Stanningfield, Suffolk, Farmer. Dec 9. Clark v Clark, 
Jacob, “anna, Sonds Hawleigh, Suffolk, Widow. Dec?. Casev Ward, 
V. C. Stuart. 


le, John Constantine de Courcy, Baron, Eaton-: Dec 6. 

xiresthead v Kingeale, V. C. W. ; : 7 

Mills, has Ann, Hammersmith, Middx, Spinster. Dec 8. Mills v 
Scote! 


M. 
gy egy Nottingham. Dec 1. Munday v Kirkland, V.C. Kin- 
reley. 

Onslow, Arthur Andrew, Newent, Gloucester, Clerk. Dec4. Wallace 
v Onslow, V. C. Stuart. 

Rhodes, Wright, Kirkburton, York, Woollen Merchant. Dec 8. Rhodes 
v Whitehead. V. C. Kinder: sley. 

Peale, ~ Brockworth, Gloucester, Gent. Dec 5. Smith v Smith, 
Vv. 


Walton, Mary Ann, Eaton-sq. Dec 9. Walton v Walton, V. C. Stuart, 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
Friar, Nov. 3, 1865. 
Belcher, Wm, Steventon, Berks, Farmer. Dec 1. Ormond, Wantage. 
a. Thos, Loug Eaton, Derby, Gent. Dec 5. Huish & Eddowes, 
rby. 
ba ser Ly ga Tunbridge Wells, Grocer. Dec 30. Cripps, Tun- 
rl 
Green » Ptarrs Amos, Longlands House, Footscray, Kent, Hop Merchant. 
Dec 20. Vizard & Anstie, Lincoln's-inn-fields. 
— , Jas, Manchester, Machinist. Dec 30. Kershaw & Bullock, 
anc. 
—— 2s John biog Ince, Lancaster, Land Surveyor. Jan 1. 
reenhal 
King, Jas, Pestle eo Oe Glove Manafacturer. Jan6. Berkeley. 
Lewis, Joanna, Belle-vue-pl, Blue Anchor-rd, Bermendsey, Spinster. 
Nov 25, J.& W. Butler, Tooley-st. 
Marsland, Robt, Oak-st, Manch, Surgeon. Dec 7. Farrar, Manch. 
Nicholson, Thos, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Picture Dealer. Oct 31. 
Hodge & Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Pereira, Antonio, Park-crescent, Regent’s-park, Esq. Oct 30. Tucker 
& New, Cheapsi 
Phillipson, Isaac, Manch, Estate Agent. Dec?. Farrar, Manch. 
Seaborn, John, Colchester, Gent. Nov 8. Barnes & Neck, Colchester. 
Townend, Thos, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. Dec 30. Cunliffe & Beau- 
mont, Chancery-lane. 
Watson, Saml, Burton Agnes, York, Farmer. Janl. Frost & Daw- 
son. 
Wilkins, Venerable Geo, D.D., Archd of Nottingham. Jan | 
Wilkins, Coleman-st. 
TuEspaY, Nov. 7, 1865. 
Alleyne, Wm De Castro, Temple, Esq. Jan 10, Weir & Robins, 
Basinghall-st. 
Brown, Wm, Mitre-court-chambers, Attorney. Dec 11. Maddock, 
Serjeants’-inn. 
Clowes, Thos, Crowle, Worcester, Esq. Dec 30. Maddock, Spring- 





gardens. 
Cooper, Chas, Ifield, Sussex, Farmer, Dec 25. Medwin & Clarkson, 


orsham. 

Farncomb, Thos, Rose-hill, Forest-hill, Esq. Aprill. Rixon & Sons, 
Cannon-st. 

Grundy, Saml, Bury, Lancaster, Woollen Manufacturer, Jan 1. 
Grundy & Co, Bury, Lancashire. 

Hooper, Hy Morgan, Gloucester, Timber Merchant. Dec 28. Abell 
& Coleman, Gloucester. 

Izod, Nathan, Gt Hampton, Worcester, Gent. Dec 24. Eades, 
Evesham. 

Leader, Jas, St Helier’s, Jersey,Gent. Dec 14. Johnson & Master, 
Duke-st, Grosvenor-sq, and Spicer, Staple-inn. 

yg nn Rdg Robt, Beverley, York, Brewer. Dec 31. Champney, 

everley. 

Mallard, Maria, Regent-st, Langham-pl, Widow. Dec 22. Sidney & 
Co, Furnival’s s-inn, 

Mouldey, Wm, Speen, Berks, Pensioner. Dec 31. John & G. N. 
Tanner, Newbury. 

Lettsom, Wm Nanson, Westbourne-park, Paddington, Esq. Dec 20. 
Lewin, Southampton-st, Stran: 

Owst, Wilberfoss, Elizabeth st South, Pimlico. Dec 30. Plews & 
Irvine, Mark-lane. 

Plaskett, Wm, York-rd, Lambeth, Gent. Dec 25. Summerlin & 
Bruce, "salisbury-st, Strand. 

Purver, Anna Maria, ce, ‘Southampton, Widow. Nov30. Mad- 
dock, Spring gardens 

Relph, Eliz, Kendal, Westmoreland, Spinster. Jan1l. Grundy & Co, 
Bury, Lancashire. 

Smith, John. Manch, Gent. Dec 3}, Chapman & Roberts, Manch. 

Townend, Thos, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. Dec 30, Cunliffe & Beau- 
mont, Chancery-lane. 

Turner, Nathan, York, Plasterer. Jan1. Calvert, York. 

Youens, Thos, Higham, Kent. Dec 2. Essell & Co, Rochester. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Farpay, Nov. 3, 1865. 
Wood, Amos, Ifield, Sussex, Coal Merchant. Oct 21. Medwin & 
Clarkson, Horsham. 
Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Frupay, Nov, 3, 1865, 
Asean Hugh, Penge, Surrey, Machine Sewer. Oct 10. Comp. Reg 


Atkineo, John, Preston, Lancaster, Ironmonger. Oct 6. Asst. Reg 


Nov4. 
Ayre, Jackson, Malton, York, Grocer. Oct25 Comp. Reg Oct 31. 
Barron, Edw Geo, jun, Peckham, Commercial Traveller. Nov 1, 
Comp. Reg Nov3 
Baker, Chas, Lpool, Merchant. Oct 21. Asst. Reg Nov 
Bell, Philip, Litcham, Norfolk, Miller. Oct 19, Asst. Tos Oct 30. 





— » Jas, High-st, Shoreditch, Auctioneer. Oct 6. Comp. his 

‘ov 1. 

Bentley, Thos, Lpool, Grocer. Oct 10. Asst. Reg Nov 2. 

Blake, Hy, Chariton, Kent, Clerk. Oct 28. Comp. Reg Nov3. 

nae, m, Henfield, Sussex, Coal Merchant. Oct 3. Comp. Reg 
3 

Pete John, Gt Tower-st, Corn Merchant, Oct 17. Comp. Reg 


Butler, Richd, & Wm Marsh, Westbromwich, Stafford, Timber Mer- 
chants. Oct 19. asst. Reg Nov 3. 
om nt Thos, Aldershott, Hante, Grocer. Oct 7. Asst. Reg 


cooper Wm Joseph, South Belgravia, Clerk. Oct 26. Comp. Reg 
5 ah Llanelly, Carmarthen, Publican. Oct 25. Comp. Reg 


Daniels, Thos, Oxford-st, pew Oct 9. Asst. Reg Nov 1. 
Desborough, Spendlove, & Tinting, Noble-st, London, Crinoline 
Manufacturers, Oct 6. Asst. Reg Nov 3. 
er 9 Sidney, & a — Farm, Kilburn, Cowkeepers. 
t 30. mp. 
7 John Choneaien,. "stafford, Brewer. Nov 3. Comp. Reg 
ov 
— 1 Manch, Dealer in Fancy Goods. Oct 17. Comp. 
eg 
= Geo, New Barnet, Hertford, Builder. Oct 5. Comp. Reg 
2. 


—- Joseph, Rotherham, York, Tailor. Oct 9. Conv. Reg 
ov I. 


Gregory, Geo, Portsea, Hants, Plumber. Oct 13. Conv. Reg Nov 2. 

ty , John, Middlesbrough, York,Grocer. Oct 4. Comp. Reg 
t 30 

Grundy, Ann, Sheffield, Grocer, Oct 5. Conv. Reg Nov 1. 

Hackett, Josiah, Cosby, Leicester, Draper. Oct 12. Asst. Reg Nov3. 

Hall, a Lambeth, Boot and Shoe Maker. Oct 9. Comp. Reg 


Nov 
Hipkiss, Wm, Birm, Garden Tool Maker. Oct 17. Comp. Reg 


3 
Hobson, Anthouy Pemberton, Ealing, Middx. — in H.M.’s Regi- 
ment of znd Foot. Oct 12. Comp. Reg Nov 
aon a tae Nottingham, Stone Mason. Oct 28. Inspectorship. 
eg Nov I. 
mo ¥ John, Gloucester, Boot and Shoe Maker. Oct 5. Comp. Reg 
ovl 
Light, Geo, Lpool. Butcher. Oct 18. Comp. Reg Oct 3 
Leader, Richd Morgan, Newgate-st, Agent and Debt outed, Oct 
23. Comp. Reg Nov 3. 
—— Baml Thos, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Oct 5. Comp. 
g Oct 31. 
Milnes, Benj, Bradford, York, Grocer. Oct 12. Comp. Reg Nov 1. 
Mower, Geo, Sheffield, York, Provision Dealer. Oct 17. Comp. Reg 
Nov 3. 
rai Gaynam, Perry, Chelsea, Middx, Baker. Oct7. Asst. Reg 


eo * Morgan, Llantrissent, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 6. Comp. 

Reg 

Roberts, Thos, & Wm Marcott Harding, gy Middx, Auctioneers. 
Oct 25. Comp. Reg Nov 1}. 

Robinson, Chas, Derby, Basket Maker. Oct 9. * con mv. Reg Nov 2. 

Robinson, Geo, Halifax, York, Music Seller. Oct 11. Asst. Reg Nov 3. 

W og Rhoda, Burnham, Somerset, Widow. Oct 6. Conv. Reg 


Nov 

W: alker, ‘Jas, South Hylton, Durham, Potter. Oct 24. Comp. Keg 
Nov 

Walters, Ag Wolverhampton, Merchant’s Clerk. Oct 25. Comp. 

Work Hy, & Phoebe Ward, York, Haberdashers. Oct31. Asst. Reg 
Nov 


Ward, Suehen, Sheffield, York, Grocer. Oct 9, Asst. Reg Nov 3. 
Ware, Joseph, Exeter, Innkeeper. Oct 6. Conv. Reg Nov }. 

Whittle. Edwd, Bury, Lancaster, Grocer. Octll. Conv. Reg Oct 3l. 
Willmott, Chas, Birm, Grocer. Oct 17. Conv. Reg Nov 2. 

——, Hy Coventry, Manch, Beer Retailer. Oct 25. Comp. Reg 


Nov 
Woodhains, Josiah, Bromley, Middx, Miller. Oct 30, Comp. Reg 
Nov 1. 
Tvuespayr, Nov. 7, 1895. 
a , Jas, Halifax, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Oct 11. Asst. 
g Nov 6. 
Anderson, Wm, & Robt 5 yet jun, Wells, Drapers. Oct 12. In- 
spectorship. Reg Nov4 
—e Joseph, Halifax, "York, Wool Dealer. Oct 11. Asst. Reg 


Bliss. Chas Peybody, Daventry , Northampton, Draper. Aug 24. Asst. 


eg Nov 4. 

Burrowes, Peter, Kilburn, Middx, Barrister-at-Law. Oct 11. Asst. 
Reg Nov 7, 

Cute, Clara, Sheffield, Boot Dealer. Oct 12. Asst, Reg Nov 7. 

Colverd, Joseph, & John Albert Nery Locksfields, Surrey, Iron- 
mongers. Oct 4. Comp. Reg Nov 

Edwards. Earnest, Bakerst, |'ortman- a Photographic Artist, Oct 
25. Comp. Reg Nov 3. 

Goldman, Simon, Birm, Jeweller. Oct9. Comp. Reg Nov 6. 

ge ge as, a nr Barnsley, York, Grocer. 

t 16, Asst. 
Henderson, John, Beeatord, York, Comm Agent. Oct 18, Asst. Reg 


Nov 6. 

Hoskin, Saml, Brampton, Derby, Miner. Oct 18. Conv. Reg Nov 4, 

Bg a Robt, Gosport, ampshire, Builder. Oct 23. Comp. 
eg Nov 6 

ae. , John, Garston, Lancaster,Shoemaker, Oct 13. Asst. Reg 
Nov 

— * ae Wednesbury, Stafford, Publican. Oct 12. Comp. Reg 


Kirby, ‘john, Bubwith, York; Farmer, Nov 1. Comp. pe fea A 
= Wm, Newland, Gloucester, Gent. Oct 25. Ass 


Nov 7 
| Lister, Wm, Leeds, Mason. Oct 28, Asst. Reg Nov 6. 
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MeDougall.: John, Bary, Lancaster, Travelling Draper. Oct6, Comp. 


Re 

Monteith, | Hy my Ipswich, Suffolk, Draper’s Assistant. Nov |. 
Comp. Reg Nov 6. 

= John, Royton, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Oct 9. Asst. Reg 
Nov 

Mumby, Saml, Kirton-in-Lindsey, Lancaster, Bookseller. Oct 9. 
Asst. Noy 4, 

Munn, sare artford, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Oct 10. Comp. Reg 
Nov 6 


Oldfield, Thos, Kilburn, Derby, Miller. Oct 28. Comp. Reg Nov 6, 

Patrick, John Pashby, York, Saddler. Oct 12. Asst, Reg Noy 7. 

Phillips, John, Lianfigan, Brecon, Farmer. Oct 28. Conv. Reg Nov 4. 

Prangle %s gang Figes, Southampton, Auctioneer. Oct 7. Comp. 
Reg ov 3 

Revers Jas, Chowbent, Lancaster, Ironmonger. Novl. Comp. 
Reg No 

ant rank, Gasper, Somerset, Farmer. Oct il. Asst, Nov 6. 

Smith, Wm, Wm Franks, & H, iskiing. Nottingham, Machine 
Builders. Oct 13. Asst. Reg 

Smurthwaite, jonny Sunderland, “Derliiil. Wharfinger. Sept 12. 
Comp. Reg Nov 

Solomon, Lowi, Well-st, Wellclose-sq, Clothier. Oct 26. Comp. 
Reg Nov 6 

Stacy, Isaac, & Wm Robt Stacy, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Tailors. 
Oct 7. Asst. Reg Nov 4. 

Stagg, Thos, & Alex Edwards, St Eeate-charchgart, Trimming 
Manufacturers. Oct 9. Asst. Reg Nov 6 

Teague, Wm, jun, Redruth, Cornwall, Draper. Oct 10. Asst. Reg 


Nov 6 
Thomas, Richd, & Jane Thos, Birm, Shoe Manufacturers. Oct 26. 
Comp. Reg Nov 7. 
Thompson, Jas, & Wm Alex Tweeddale, eee, Ship and Insur- 
ance Brokers. Oct 28. Inspectorship. ont. ov 7. 
Tills, John Noble, Kennington, Draper. 7. Conv. Reg Noy 3. 
Verey, Joseph, & "Jas Horne, Bath-tty Wholesale Stationers. Oct 12. 
Asst. Reg Nov 6. 
Weer, so, Digby-st, Bethnal-green, Contractor. Oct 9. Comp. 
Keg Nov 6. 
Wells, Geo, Jarow, Durham, Builder. Nov2. Comp. Re e 6. 
Williams, - Gallows Tumps, Hereford, Haulier. Oct Comp. 
a Nov 4 
field, Wm, — Worcester, Needle Manufacturer. Oct 11. 


bh Reg Nov 6. 
SGankrupts. 
Fripay, Nov. 3, 1865. 
To Surrender in London. 

Barnett, Chas, Queen-st, Cheapside, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 1. Nov. 
21 at 2. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Bore, Alfred, Annerley, Surrey, Draper. Pet Oct 26. Nov 16 at 1. 
Ellis & Co, ” America-84, Minories. 

Bowker, Arthur, Lambourne, Berks, Licénsed Victualler. Pet Oct 31. 
Nov 21 at 1. Reep, Gresham-st. 

Bruton, Chas, Hackney, Middx, Confectioner. Pet Nov 1. Nov 20 at 
il. Angell, Guildhall-yard 

Cooke, Richd, Millbrook, outhampton, Builder. Pet Oct " Nov 21 
at 2. Stocken, Leadenhall- st, for Lee & Co, Southampto: 

Dent, Wm Nicholson, Hackney, Middx, Watch Guard Feotiieotader. 
Pet Oct 28. Nov 21 at il. , Lincoln’s-inn-fiel 

Downing, Jas, Edgware, Middx, Baker. Pet Oct 28. Nov 21 at 11. 
Doyle, Gray’ s-inn, 

Ferguson, Robt, jun, Whitecross-st, Cheesemonger. Pet Oct 30. 
Nov 21 at 12, ‘Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Fossey, John, Church-st, Shoreditch, Saddler. Pet Nov}. Nov l5at 
1, Holmes, Cheapside. 

Glynn, Patrick, Horsleydown, Surrey, Grocer. Pet Oct 30. Nov21 
at ll. Binns, Trinity-sq, Southwark. 

Greaves, Hugh, Abingdon-st, Westminster, Engineer. Pet Nov 1, 
Noy 20 at 11. Michael, Barge-yard, Bucklersbury, 

Halliday, sooeph, Baker-st, out of business. Pet Oct 36. Noy 21 

at 12. Wright, Bloomsbury-sq. 

Hadspith. Thos, Lorrimore-rd, Walworth, we s Clerk. Pet Oct 
28. Nov2latil. Tower, Lower T 

Kerin, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet "Oct 31 (for pau). Nov 
2l atl. Goatley, Bow-st. 

Lochmuller, Antonio, Tottenham- a. Cabinet Maker. Pet Oct 30, 
Nov 21 at 12. Wyatt, Bedford-ro 

Lyon, Wm Thos, Brixton, Plumber Pet Oct 21. Nov l5atl1. Wey- 
mouth, Clifford’s-inn. < 

Mutton, Hy, sen, Charlton, Dover, out of business, Pet Novi. Nov 
31 at 1. Doyle, Gray’s-inn 

Panter, Peter, Gray’s-inn-rd, Builder, Pet Nov 1. Nov lsat 1. Kent, 
Cantion-st West. 

Perkins, John Henderson, Brompton-rd, Brompton, out of business. 
Pet Nov!. Nov liatl. Wyatt, King’s-rd, ford-row. 

Prentice, Wm, Cavendish, Suffolk, Cattle Dealer. Pet Novl, Nov 20 
at 12, Poole, Bartholomew-close. 

Ramshill, Wm Tallow, Queen’s-rd, Peres 3 ue Pet Oct 12. 
Nov 2i at 12, Peek & pat, pesing 

Randle, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, London, Ne Set 24 (for pau). Nov 
l4at1, Munday, Essex-st, Strand, 

mien, iw: Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 27 (for pau). Nov 21 

ll, Coleman-st. 

A. nang Isaiah, Lower fecenhem, Kent, Cab Proprietor. Pet Oct 30. 
Nov 21 at 12. Parry, Ng oy 

Simpson, Alex, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 31 (for pan), 
Nov 41 at li, Hall, Coleman-st. 

Smith, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 30 (for pau). Nov 
21 at il. Munday, Essex-st, ‘Strand. 

Stacey, Edwin, Portsea, Hants, Jeweller. Pet Aug 21. Nov 21 at2, 
White, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 

Stanesby, Saml, South Kerfeington, Middx, Artistic es Pet 
Oct 28, Nov 21 at ll. Girdwood. Old Jew -chambe 

White, Alf Wm, Buckhurst Hill, Essex, Builder. Pet ( Oct 31. Nov 
2iatl. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Wood, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Oct 30(for pau). Nov 
2iatl. Hall, Coleman-st, 





To Surrender in the Country. 
h, Bilston, Stafford, Kiceneed. Victualler. Pet Aug 14, 
12g Ov 24 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Bi 
Barker, Peter, Brighouse, York, Currier. Pet Oct 24. Leeds, Nov 40 
atli. Cariss & big Leeds 
Berry, Wm, Hanley, Stafford, Beetséllet. Pet Oct 31. Hanléy, Nov 
18 at ll. Sutton, Burslem. 
Burgum, John, Woreester, Draper’s Assistant. Pet Oct 31. Worcester 
Nov 15 at1l. Devereux, Worcester. 
Cooke John, Eyton, Salop, Farmer. Pet Oct 28. Wellingdon, Nov 10 
£10. Walker, Wellin; — 
Cook, John, Southampton, Greengrocer. Pet Oct 28. Southampton, 
Nov 21 at 12. Mackey, outhasepeon: 
Curtis, Edwd, Romsey, Hants, Baker. Pet “ov l, Romsey, Nov 18 


at ii. Lobb, Southampton. 
1 ygnb of business. Pet Oct30. Car- 


Davies, Thos, Cardiff, Glamor, 
diff, Nov 14 atl. Raby, 4 

Deacon, John, Northampton, Brickmaker. Pet Oct 28. Northamp- 
ton, Nov 13 at 11. Roche, Daventry. 

Edwards, Wm, Icle’s Rolling Mills, nr Rotherham, York, Iron and 
Steel Roller, Pet Nov 1, Leeds, Nov 24 at 12. Hoyle & Son, Ro- 


therham. 
Ford Alfred, P Plymouth, Devon, Baker. Pet Oct 27. Exeter, Nov 13 
at 12.30. Rooker & Co, Plymouth 
Gibbs, Richd Butler, Prisoner for Debt, Gloucester. Pet Oct 30. Bris- 
tol, Nov 13 at 11, Cooke, Gloucester. 
Giles, J, Fxlaoner for Debt, Southampton, Adj Oct 19. Southamp- 
n, a 
Hall, 004 Oldswinford, Stafford, Glass Maker. Poet Nov 1. Stour- 


mg Nov 20 at 10 
annay, J ohn, Ormskirk, , Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Oct 28. Ormskirk, 
neve 14 at 10.30. Goldrick, Lpool. 
, John, Drotewigh once: out of business, Pet Oct 21. 
Birm, Nov 17 at 12. 
Holliday, Wm, Bisho  Awataed, Durham, Teacher of _— Pet 
Oct 30.. Bishop Auckland, Nov {6 at 10: Thornton, Bp Auckland. 
Hooper, Wm, ‘dgwater, Somerset, Painter. Pet Oct a Tatlgwater, 
Nov 15 at 0. Reed & Cook, Bridgwater. 
Hudson, Geo Hartley, Harro , York, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet 
Oct 80. Leeds, Nov 20at 11. Blackburn & Son, Leeds. 
Huffer, Jas, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler, Pet Oct 31. Stamford, 
Nov 20 at 11. Law, Stamford. 
Hyland, Friend, — — Builder. PetNovl. Sittingbourne, 
Nov 15 at 11, Bet ‘ochester. 
James, Wm Edmuni ae. out of a Pet Oct 30. Leices- 
ter, Nov 18 at 10. Chamberlain, Leices' 
Knight, Wm, Burslem, Stafford, Butcher. Pet Oct 30. Hanley, Nov 
18 at ll. Litchfield, ‘Newcastle-under-Lyme. 
Leek, Chas, Hanley, Stafford, Shoe Maker. Pet Nov 2. Hanley, Nov 
18atil. Tennant, Hanley. 
Leek, Wm, Wolverbamapesa ‘Stafford, Grocer. Pet + aad 25. Wolver- 
hampton, Nov 20 at 12. Stratton, Wolverhampton 
Lines, Hy, Northampton, Beerseller. ™ Nov |. Northampton, Nov 
18 at 10. Sheild & White, Northampto' 
Lister, Jas, Wakefield, York, Fulling Miller, Pet Oct 28. Wakefield, 
Nov 16 at 11. Barratt, Wal kefield. 
ae Sg John, Longton, Stafford, Tailor. Pet Oct 31. Birm, Nov 20 at 
12. James & Griffin, Birm. 
Marrison, Robt, Norwich, Gunmaker. Pet Oct 31. Norwich, Nov 15 
atil. Atkinson, Norwich. 
Merry, Thos, Fenton, Stafford, Carter. Pet Oct 31. Stoke-upon- 
Trent, Nov 18 at ll. Tennant & Son, Hanley. 
Mercer, Wm, Gresford, Denbigh, no occupation. Pet Aug 30. Wrex- 
ham, Nov 18 at 11. Sherratt, Wrexham 
Morgan, Owen, on, Tailor. Pet Nov 1. Lpool, Nov 13 at 11. 
Evans & Co, Lpoo! 
Mooney, John, all Cotton Waste Dealer. Pet Oct 30. Manch, 
Nov i7 at 11. Leigh, Manch. 
Negus, Wm, Northampton, Beerseller. Pet Oct 31. Northampton, 
ov 18 at10. Sheild & White, Northampton. 
Ord, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Adj Oct 17. Norwich, Nov 
14atil. Sadd, Norwich. 
om fia oe BY: irm, out ofbusiness. Pet Oct3!. Birm, Nov 21 at 
rm. 


ed Truro, Cornwall, essa Mason. Pet Oct 30. Truro, 
Pov le at 8. Marshall, Tru: 
Perry, Soml, § un, Butterleigh, ‘Devel Miller. Pet Oct 28. Nov llat 
Loosemoore, Tiverton. 
Pit, YS Bradford, York, Sinker. Pet Oct 31. Bradford, Nov 14. 
.45, Hill, Bradford, 


abate, ane jun, enc, Brass Finisher. Pet Oct 30, Manch, 
Nov 14at 11. Eltoft, Manch. 

Potts, Yiee, Wolatanton, es Stafford, Butty Collier. Pet Oct 31. Hanley, 
Nov 18 atll. Salt, Tunstall. 
Pye, Wm, om Mill, York, Be Boot ond. pee Maker. Pet Oct 28. Barnsley, 
Nov 16 at Williamson, Barnsle: 

Ream, Web 1, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 30, Lpool, Nov 14 
at li. Ste “3 & Jameson, Uy 

Richmond, jun., by delta, Plane Maker. Pet Oct 31. 

Sunderland, Tor al 21 at Graham, Sunderland. 

Rowley, John, Penn-rd, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Optician. Pet Oct 
31. Birm, Nov 16 at 12. Green, Birm. 

Scorey, Wm, Brockenhurst, ——s rocer. Pet Oct 30. Lymington, 
Nov 18 at 11.30. Mackey, Southampton. 

Simmons, David Jas, Lan port, Pertma, out of business. Pet Oct 30. 
Portsmouth, Nov l4at1l. White, Portsmouth. 

Smith, Geo, Hanley, Stafford, Plumber. Pet Noy 2. Hanley, Nov 18 
at ll. Sutton, lem. 

Southam, John Hy, Suckley, Worcester, Railway Sub-Contractor, Pet 
Nov 1. yo bia 0 at Il. Wilson, Worcester. 

righton- we, Victorfi-pk, Warehouseman. 


Adj Oct 19. Wein i Nov 15 at 11.30, 


Thrall, David, Mansfield, Nottingham, Restotiqnen Pet Oct 31. 
Mansfield, Dec 18 at 11, Heathco , Nottingha 
Wharton, Abrin, Middlesborough, Pork, Tonkeeper. Pet Oct 30. 


Shoe Dealer. ses: 
under-Lyme. 


Leeds, Nov 20 at 11, 
Wilkinson, Wm, Stoke-upon-Trent, 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Nov 18 at 11. Litehiie 
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Yoell, Abrm, a Patan Hants, Dealer in in eaten’ ‘Pet Oot 31. Ports- 

mouth, Nov l4at 11, White, Portsea. 
Tuespay, Nov. 7, 1865. 
To Surrender in London. 

Bennett, Wm Douglas, Plumstead, Kent, Superintendent of Stores. 
Pet Nov2. Nov 22 atl. Goldrick, Strand. 

Bone, Andrew Walton, King’s Lynn, "Norfolk, Stone Mason. Pet Nov 
4. Nov 22atl2. Wilkin, Furnival’s-inn. 

Browne, John Nicholls, Notting-hill,Gent. Pet Nov 3. Nov 22 atl. 
Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Budd, John Saml Newson, Fulham-rd, out of employment. Pet Nov 
2. Nov 20at}. Reed, Guildhall-chambers 

Burrage, Stephen Wm, Haceney: rd, Tailor. Pet Oct 31. Nov 2lat t, 
Silvester, Gt Dover-s' 

Clarke, Geo, Rich-st, Phaidhious Tailor. Pet Nov 2. Nov 20at 1. 
Long, Bucklersbury. 

Colliver, Brice McInnes Arundel, Quadrant-grove, Maitland-park, 
Gent. Pet Nov2. Nov 22 at 12. Goldrick, Strand. 

Cooper, Joseph, Blackfriars-rd, Ladies Boot Manufacturer. Pet Nov 
$. Nov 23 at 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Daer, Wm, Wolworth-rd, Baker. Pet Nov 2. Nov 22at 12% Allen, 
Chancery-lane. 

Forse, Joseph, Euston-rd, Carpenter. Pet Nov 2. Nov 20 at 1. 
Waldron, Lamb’s Conduit-st. 

Fowke, Thos, Peckham, Fellowship Porter. Pet Nov 4. Nov 22 atl. 
Goldrick, Strand. 

Frankau, Sydney, Regent’s-park-road, Fancy Goods Importer. Pet 
Oct 28. Nov 23at1. Nicholson, Lime-st. 

Hahn, Carl Wilhelm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Novy 3 (for pau). 
Nov 22 at1. Goatley, Covent-garden. 

a a Geo, Dalston, Middx, Comm Agent. Pet Oct 31. Nov 21 

t 1. 





Jullien, Louis Geo, Notting Hill, Musical Director. Pet Nov 4. Noy 
23at1. Levy, Covent-garden. 

Pantaenius, Fredk Hy Christian, raerree- rd, Decorator’s Manager. 
Pet Novl. Nov22atil. Sole &Co, Aldermanbury. 

Parminter, John Douglas, Southam “4 oN Paymaster in the Navy. Pet 
Nov 3. Nov 22at1. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Pettit, Thos. Farlington, Hants, Canteen Keeper. Pet Novl. Nov 
2lati. White, Danes-inn, Strand. 

Price, Nathaniel, Loughton, Essex, Draper, Pet Nov |. Nov 22at 11. 
Gray, Bedford-row. 

Pye, ihe, Old-st, St Luke’s, Trunk Maker. Pet Nov 2. Nov 21 at 2. 
Murton, Bar, “yard-c chambers, Bucklersbury. 

Riches, Thos, West Rudham, Norfolk, Grocer. Pet Novl. Nov 22 at 
12, Drake, East Dereham 

1, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 3(for pau). Nov 

22 at 11. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Upton, Hy Mires, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 4 (for pan). 
Nov 22 at 2. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

— Ral ag ae St John’ s-wood, Sanat. Pet Noy 3. Nov 23 

Norton, Clifford’s-inn. 

will , Saml, ee tt rd, Islington, out of business. Pet Nov 3. 
Nov 22 at Hl, Holmes, Fenchurch-st. 
Wood, Humphrey Williams, Rye-lane, Peckham, non-trader. Pet 
Nov 2, Nov 23 at 12. Plews & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

—" Chas, Richmond-rd, Dalston, Commercial Traveller. Pet Nov 

Nov 20 at 12. Chalk, Coleman-8t. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Ashton, Wm, Lpool, out of business, Pet Nov 4. Lpool, Nov 17 at 3. 
Blackhurst, Lpool. 

Banister, Augustus, Peasmarsh, Sussex, Veterinary Practitioner. 
Rye, Nov 20 at 12. Shorter, Hastin ings. 

Bickley, Wm, Birm, Rivet Maker. Pet Nov 2. Birm, Nov 20 at 10. 
East, Birm 

Brown, Richd, Bradford, York, Hairdresser. Pet Nov 3. Bradford, 
Nov 21 at 9. 45. Hill, Bradfor ‘d. 

Butler, Edwd, Manch, Butcher. Pet Nov 3. Bradford, Dec 15 at 10. 


Davy, Leeds. 

Cooke, John, Holbeck, Leeds, Printer. Pet Nov 3. Leeds, Nov 20 at 
11, Cariss & Tempest, 

Collins, Wm, Birm, out of business. Pet Nov 1, Birm, Nov 20 at 10. 
Beaton, Birm. 

Durrant, ‘Joseph Taylor, Prisoner for Debt, Chelmsford. Adj Oct 19. 
Chelmsfo:d, Nov 17 at 11. Duffield & Bruty, Cornhill. 

Edwardes, Fredk Augustus, Lilanstephen, Carmarthen, Farmer. Pet 
Oct 28. Bristol, Nov 17 at 11. Lloyd, Carmarthen, and Henderson, 


Bristol. 
Emery, Say - ng toe Brassfounder. Pet Nov 1. Birm, Nov 


‘h, Lincoln, Fe vete Pet Nov 1. Gains- 
borough, Nov 21 at 10. » Gainsbo 
Golding, Hy Hunter, Lpool, Corn Merchant. "et Oct 25. Lpool, Nov 
Wate 12, ° Halse & Co, London. 
Griffiths, Mark, Prisoner for Debt, Lewes. Adj Oct 19. Lewes, Nov 
26 at 3. Floud, Exeter. 
Griffiths, es, Bilston, Stafford, Pickler of Iron. Pet Novi. Wol- 


atin ton, Nov 20 at 12. Bartlett, Wolverhampton. 
ichd, Alveley, ao Salop, Farmer. Pet Nov 3. 
dir, Kov 17 at 12. odgson & Son, Birm. 


Hall, Bim, Husband, Blackwell, Worcester, out of business. Pet Oct 
81. Bromsgrove, Nov 18 at 10. Mole, Bromsgrove. 

Harris, Thos, ‘Aston-juxta-Birm, out of business. Pet Nov 2. Birm, 
Nov 20 at 10, Beaton, Birm, 

Hole, Fredk Fras, So Devon, Clerk. Pet Nov 2. Exeter, Nov 
18 at 12. Fioud, 

Howson, Wm, Penrith, Cumberland, Schoolmaster. Pet Nov 1. Pen- 
rith, Nov 15 at 10. Scott, th. 

Hutchinson, John, Thringstone, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Nov 2. Ashby-de- -la-Zouch, Nov 16 at 11. Cheatle, Ashby-de-la- 


Zouch. 
Peacock, Rainton, York, Stone Mason. Pet Nov 1. Ripon, 
ov 2% at ll. Rhodes, Ripon. 
Lawrence, David, Coventry, Warwick, Hall Keeper. Pet Nov 3. 
Coventry, Nov 23 at3. Smallbone, Coventry. 
Lovatt, ichael, peop Warren Worcester, Farmer. Pet Noy 2. 
Birm, Nov 20a 12, James & Griffin, Birm, 
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ane. David, Longtown, Cumberland, Tea Dealer. Pet Nov 3. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov 17 at 12. Hodge & Harle, Newcastle- 
on-Tyne. 

Norbury, Saml Thos Barnett, Harrogate, York, Tailor. Pet Nov 1. 

is, Nov 20 at il. Harle, Leeds. 

babenet,” John Hartill, Bilston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet Oct 
30. Wolverhampton, Nov 20at 12. Jackson, Bilston. 

Patrick, Daniel, Farnham, Surrey, out of business. Pet Oct 31. 
Farnham, Nov !7 at 12. White, Guildford. 

Plant, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Novy 4. Birm, 
Nov 20 at 12. James& Griffin, birm. 

Proudlove, Francis, Broughton, Lincoln, Tailor. Pet Nov 1. Brigg, 
Nov !6at 10. Priestly, Barton-on-Humber. 

Robinson, Joseph, & David Robinson, Mansh, Brassfounders. Pet 
Nov 2. Manch, Nov i7at1l. Law,Manch. 

Rolfe, Joseph, Wickambrook, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet Oct 30. Haverhill, 
Nov 24at 3. Cardinall & Wright, Halstead. 

Sessions, Robt Weston, Bristol, Draper. Pet Oct 26. Bristol, Nov 17 
atll. Fussell & Prichard, Bristol. 

Tay, Thos, Birm, Electro-plate Manufacturer. Pet Oct 20. Birm, 
Nov 20 at 10. Allen, Birm. 

Walker, John, Hemingbrough, York, Labourer. Pet Nov 3. Selby, 
Nov 22at 11. Bantoft, Selby 

Wetherald, Anthony, Durham, Greengrocer. Pet Oct 3l. Wolsing- 
ham, Nov 18 at 10. Hutchinson, Stanhope. 

Williamson, John Moynes Killamarsh, Derby, Farm Labourer. Pet 
Nov 1. Chesterfield, Nov 2| at ll. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Winterbottom, Wm, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer. 
Oldham, Nov 23 at 12. Ascroft, Oldham. 

Wootton, Saml, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Pet Nov 3. Birm, 
Nov 20 at 12. Davis, Coventry. 

Wright, Wm, Harpole, Northampton, Faggot Seller. Pet Oct 20 (for 
pau). Northampton, Nov 18. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tvespay, Nov. 7, 1865. 

Ainsworth, Saml, Hounslow, Middx, Seedsman. Noy 3. 

Erck, Josiah, Cornhill, Financial Agent. Nov 3. 

Preedy, Hy Wilson, Strand, Tobacconist. Nov 1. 








HE COMPANIES ACT, 1862.—Every requisite 

under the above Act supplied on the shortest notice. The Books 

and Forms kept in stock for immediate use. Articles of Association 

speedily printed in the proper form for registration avd distribution. 

Share Certificates engraved and printed. Official Seals designed and 
executed. No charge for sketches. 

Asa & Fuint, Stationers, Printers, Engravers, &c., 49, Fleet-street, 

London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


ANTED, by the LIFE INVESTMENT, 

MORTGAGE, and ASSURANCE COMPANY (Limited), DIS- 

TRICT SUPERINTENDENTS of AGENTS for several localities in 

England and Scotland. Middle-aged men preferred.—Apply, Head Office 
8, New Bridge-street, Blackfriars. EDWIN YELLAND, Manager. 


NK ERASING FLUID—This valuable prepara- 
tion should be in every office. It is used by applying a small 
quantity with the tip of the finger, or a camel hair pencil. The ink is 
completely removed, and the surface of the paper left quite smooth. 
Price, in bottles, Is., 2s., 3s. 6d., and 5s.—Sample bottle post free, on 
receipt of 16, 28, 44, or 68 postage stamps. Liberal allowance to the 


trade. 

GEO. WILSON, 78, Borough-road, 8. E. 
enna SILVER ELECTRO PLATE i is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pose 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King’s. 
£s. a. £4 £58. 4. 

Table Forks, per doz...... 110 Oand!l 18 0 
Dessert ditto ..seseseeess 1 0 Oand! 10 1 
1 















0 
Table Spoons ... - 110 Oandl ls 0 
Dessert ditto ; 1 0 Oandi lO 0 
Tea SpOons .....eseeee0e. O12 Oandd 18 0 

Every Article for the Table asin Silrer. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
wardad on receir*t of 20 stamps. 


1" SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders ebove £2 sent carriage free. 


JLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, l4s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. Gd, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years, 
pre) Snag Knives, I4s., l6s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
_ 8s, 9d. and 12s.; "Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Lronmon- 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post freé, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
selebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


rail. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 
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LAW PRINTING. 





YATES AND 


ALEXANDER, 


Pato und Public Companies Printers and Stationers, 


7, 8, 9, CHURCH PASSAGE, CHANCERY LANE, E.C. 





YATES & ALEXANDER invite the attention of the Legal Profession to the superior advantages their Office affords for the execution of 
orders of every description of Printing. Having extensive premises, a large and efficient staff of experienced men, and ample machinery, they are 
enabled to undertake Printing to the largest extent, with satisfaction to their customers. 

The greatest care is taken that all instructions are carefully and correctly attended to, so as to meet the requirements of their friends as to 


accuracy, punctuality, and despatch. They invite orders for— 


PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, APPEALS, BILLS OF COMPLAINT, ANSWERS, 
AND ALL LEGAL DOCUMENTS. 
MEMORANDUMS AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 

PROSPECTUSES, SHARE CERTIFICATES, CHEQUES, and all work in connection with Public Companies 
INSURANCE TABLES, POLICIES, PROPOSAL FORMS, and all work connected with Insurance Companies- 
PARTICULARS AND CONDITIONS OF SALE, AND AUCTIONEERS’ CATALOGUES, POSTING BILLS, &c. 

Rules of Benefit, Friendly, or Building Societies. 

ALL OFFICE STATIONERY SUPPLIED AT REASONABLE TERMS. 





CHARGES FOR BILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 


Subject to a Discuunt of 20 per Cent. for Cash, being at the rate of 48. 6d. net per page-—a Lower Charge than has 
hitherto been offered by the Trade. 

















| 10 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies. 40 Copies. 50 Copies. 75 Copies. 100 Copies. 

| £58. 4 £024 | £84 | £8. 4 £8 4 £8 4 £3, 4. 
BRIO oo occ. ces nscese nee | 011 0 Oil 6 012 0 012 6 013 0 014 0 015 0 
IED a nrids casicaeosveosh) pcb cee 1°26 138 0 140 15 0 ee 110 0 
8 Pages ...........0cc000. Le Q-Peor® 2 3 6 2 4 6 25 6 2 6 6 210 6 212 6 
16 pages ...........660 | 440 47 0 49 0 411 0 413 0 5 10 5 5 0 
GO WIRES * ..scpse000.00e | 18 0 0 13 10 0 14 0 0 1410 0 15 0 0 1610 0 1710 0 
100 pages..............- 28 0 0 29 0 0 30 0 0 31 0 0 32 0 0 34 5 0 36 0 0 




















YATES & ALEXANDER, Law and General Printers, 7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C. 





OLICITORS’ BOOK-KEEPING, 
KAIN, F.S.S. 

Kain’s Triple Column System, 7th Edition, 6s. 

Kuin’s Single and Double Column Systems (in one volume), First issue, 
7s. 6d. (ready on {1th November). 

Kain’s Rental System (bound up with each of the above). 
Kain, Sparrow, & Co., 69, Chancery-lane, WC.; Watertow & Sons, 

London- wall, and through all Booksellers. 


Just published, Second Edition, price 38, 
YHE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 


account of its History and De t e Decisions of the 
Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, oe of Lincoln’s- 
inn, Barrister-at-Law, London. 

“Lam indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloyd, 
who has collected all the authorities on this subject.”—V. C. Woop, in 
McAndrew v. Bassett, March 4 

London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


fI\HE attention of SOLICITORS and Members of 

the LEGAL PROFESSION is respectfully requested to the Accom- 
modation offered for WITNESSES and Others at the Northumberland 
Hotel, 10 & 11, Northumberland-street, Strand. Witkin a short distance 
of the Law Courts, Westininster, and Lincoln’ s-inn. Arrangements made 
by the day or week. 


by G J. 




















** London Gazette” (published by authority) and London “and ‘Country 
Advertisement Office, No. 119, Chancery-lane, Fleet-street. 


Farin GREEN (many years with the late George 


Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to he advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and 
hereby solicits their continued support.—N B. One copy of advertisement 
ouly required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 





BroKs, & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly). 

—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoot- 
ngs and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-stre ty St. James's, $.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without ‘charge, bat for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 


STATES AND HOUSES, Country and Town 

Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, Hunting Seats, Fishing 

and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c.—Mr. JAMES BEAL’S REGIS!'ER of 

the above, published on the Ist of each coe forwarded per post, or 

may be had on rear g oy at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars 

for ae should be 
month, 





forwarded not later than the 28th of each 





DAVIS’S COUNTY a pe age Le — renin 
This day is published, royal 12mo., 
rIVHE COUNTY COURTS EQUITABLE JURIS- 
DICTION ACT, 28 & 29 Vict. cap. 99, with the Orders and Rules 
= Regulating the practice of the courts, and the Forms and Costs of 
roceedings; with Notes and Introductory Chapters, By JAMES 
EDWARD DAVIS, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
London: BUTTERWORTHS, 7, Fleet: street, Her Majesty's Law Publishers. 


DAVIs’S COUNTY wae AND EVIDENCE, 
tion. 
Just published, 1 thick vol., royal 12mo., 28s., cloth, 

MANUAL of the PRACTICE and EVIDENCE 
~& in ACTIONS and other PROCEEDINGS in the COUNTY COURTS, 
including the Practice in Bankruptcy, with an Appendix of Stat:tes and 
Rules. By JAMES EDWARD DAVIS, of the Middle Temple, Esq., Bar- 

rister-at Law. Third edition, considerably enlarged. 
London: Butrrerwortas, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 


LEWIS’S EQUITY DRAFTING. 

Just published, post 8vo., , 19s., cloth. 
RINCIPLES ot EQUITY DRAFTING, with 
an APPENDIX of FORMS. By HUBERT LEWIS, B. A. of the 
Middle Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Author of “ Principles of Con- 
veyancing Explained ‘and Illustrated.” This work, intended to explain 
the General Principles of Equity Drafting, as well - e Bre pga the 
Pleadings of the Court of Chancery, wil! it is hoped be useful to lawyers 

resorting to the New Equity Jurisdiction of the Count Geurte. 

London : Burreswoutas, 7, Fleet-street, her Majesty's 's Law Publishers. 








HUNTER’S SUIT in EQUITY — inira Edition. 
Just published, post 8vo., 9s., 
N ELEMENTARY VIEW of the PROCEED- 
INGS in a SUIT in E 98 With an Appendix of Forms. By 
SYLVESTER J. HUNTER, .» Of Lincoln’s inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
ne pe edition, by G. W. LAWRANGE, M.A., of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister- 
at-Law. 

Lenten: Borrenwostms, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty's Law Publishers. 
~ DREWRY'S Bury PLEADER. -12m0.,6s., boards, 
CONCISE TREATISE on the “PRIN CIPLES 
of EQUITY PLEADING, with Precedents. hag C. STEWART 

DREWRY, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-La 
London : Burrerwoatns, :  Fleet-strevt, Her Majesty’ s Law Publishers. 





t ‘free without forms, ms, &C., 
HANDY *eehaeee in CHANCERY SUITORS i in 
the COUNTY COURTS, with the Act, Rules, Forms, a id Costs 


ee” By G. MANLEY WETHERFIELD, Solicitor, and Advocate 
n Court, 


Srannagp & Syitu, 30, Chancery-lane, W.C, 
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